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"  We  have  received  several  letters  of  late  in 
regard  to  the  slip-shod  work  of  many  profes- 
sional genealogists.  One  correspondent  has 
been  workir^g  on  her  own  family  lines  for  more 
than  twelve  years  and  finds  that  professional 
genealogists  gave  her  little  aid  because  they 
are  so  inaccurate. " — Genealogical  Department 
of  the  Boston  Transcript. 
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Used  in  the  "History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family." 


^^^e^-^--;?^^^ 


-^-K.^       ^^^^« 


c?f»»<ife.»-*-f«. 


!<pOVv.C«^ 


'R^^7> 


••y  ^-^Z  A/\  ?om*^o 


/•pin      lan^on 

A)»y  /r,  1911 


Presented  in  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register, 
January,  1914,  number,  facing  page  47,  and  continued  ever  since  then  with- 
out a  word  of  qualification  or  caution  as  to  its  utter  inaccuracy.  This 
pedigree  was  communicated  by  the  "Great  Discoverer." 
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Transcribed  from  a  document  in  the  Public  Record  Office,  London, 
entitled,  "Chancery  Inquisition  Post-mortem;"  Series  II.,  Vol.  30,  M.  14. 
Devon.  It  will  be  observed  that  this  True  Pedigree  is  different  in  many 
respects  to  that  facing  page  47  in  the  Januar\^  number  of  the  New  England 
Historical  and  Genealogical  Register,  but  is  in  accord  with  the  extended 
pedigree  published  in  the  "History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family," 
although  this  one  continues  the  succession  through  the  line  of  the  oldest 
living  son,  while  the  other  continues  the  line  through  the  youngest  son. 
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xRatberii]<3,  the  above  named  nldoii  of  Slnclere  Pomerey.   ia  tfiveo  aa  iba  aido*  of 
ber  brotoer-in-la»,  Tbomas  Pomerey,   in  Harvey's  Visitation  of  Wiltshire  1565,   as 
cutlishea  in  the  GenealoSiat  (N.   S.   Vol.   12.    c.   239).     This   is  only  another  of  the 
ttany  other  errors  that  prove  the  treacherous  character  of  Reralas'  Visitations  ana 
riarlaian  USS. 
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The  following  comprehensive  letter  from  London  is  published  in  this 
leaflet  for  the  information  of  the  purchasers  of  the  "History  and  Genealogy 
of  the  Pomeroy  Family."  In  order  that  the  tone  of  the  letter  may  be  better 
understood,  it  is  necessary,  perhaps,  to  state  that  certain  officers  and  em- 
ployes of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  have  made  per- 
sistent and  malicious  efforts  to  discredit  the  Pomeroy  Family  Book,  without 
regard  to  truth  or  authority,  as  is  fully  shown  in  this  London  letter.  It 
now  appears  to  the  observer  that  the  said  officers  and  employes  of  said 
Society,  some  of  whom  are  working  for  pay,  aside  from  the  work  they  do 
for  the  periodical  (The  New  England  Register),  which  they  ostensibly 
represent,  are  sufficiently  numerous  as  to  justify  a  charge  of  conspiracy. 

Soon  after  the  alleged  Harleian  MS.  1091  was  published  in  the  New 
England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register,  facing  page  47  of  its  Jan- 
uary, 1914,  issue,  I  wrote  to  the  editor  of  that  quarterly,  pointing  out  to 
him  the  errors  the  manuscript  contained,  and  protesting  against  certain 
other  expressions  of  opinion  by  one  of  the  employes  of  the  committee  on 
English  investigation  of  said  quarterly.  The  editor  curtly  informed  me 
that  the  committee  was  unanimous  in  support  of  the  opinion  of  its  employe 
and  that  my  communication  would  receive  no  further  consideration. 

It  will  be  noted  by  those  interested  that  the  evidence  presented  by  our 
commissioner  in  England  fully  verifies,  by  authorities  of  record,  the  material 
as  published  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,  now 
under  discussion,  and  proves  by  record  authority  that  the  evidence  pre- 
sented in  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  is  false 
and  worthless.  The  three  etchings  presented  in  this  leaflet  constitute  an 
object  lesson,  showing  as  they  do,  (1)  the  Corrected  and  Extended  pedigree, 
as  published  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family;  (2)  the 
False  pedigree,  as  shown  facing  page  47  of  the  New  England  Historical 
and  Genealogical  Register;  and  (3)  the  Original  and  True  pedigree  pre- 
sented on  page  6  of  this  leaflet  as  discovered  at  the  Public  Record  Office, 
London,  England,  by  Mr.  C.  A,  Hoppin. 

Should  our  commissioner,  in  his  continued  investigations  of  English 
records,  discover  any  material  with  which  the  records  in  our  family  geneal- 
ogy do  not  conform,  the  necessary  corrections  can  be  made  without  the 
interference  of  any  self-constituted  authority,  who,  if  one  may  judge  by 
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the  blunders  it  makes  in  the  publication  it  represents,  such  as  those  pointed 
out  and  proven  in  the  letter  which  follows,  it  would  be  more  discreetly 
employed  if  said  authority  would  devote  its  genius  to  providing  more  correct 
genealogical  information  for  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical 
Register,  which  it  represents  by  the  "slip-shod"  inef^ciency  noted  editorially 
in  the  l>oston  Transcript,  as  quoted  on  page  3  of  this  leaflet. 

The  letter  now  presented  is  the  first  of  a  series  which  Mr.  Hoppin 
will  write,  and  he  promises  additional  gratifying  developments.  When  com- 
pleted, these  letters  will  be  assembled  and  j^ublished  in  a  Pomeroy  Pamphlet 
as  supplementary  to  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family. 
The  pamphlets  will  be  disposed  of  to  the  purchasers  of  our  family  book. 

Very  truly, 

A.  A.  Pomeroy. 

Col.  a.  a.  Pomeroy,  <^  0\A'< 

Secretary  of  the  Pomeroy  Family  Association.  ^J 

Dear  Sir: — 

I  can  now  reply  at  length  to  your  letters  of  December  17,  and  21,  1914, 
and  January  15.  1915,  favoring  me  with  an  order  for  a  search  in  the  archives 
of  England,  to  learn,  if  possible,  why  Col.  J.  L.  Vivian,  after  having  pub- 
lished in  his  Msitations  of  Devonshire  that  "Henry  Pomeroy,  living  1531, 
married  Agnes  Huckmore,"  declares  in  the  "Addenda"  thereto  that  the  said 
"Henry  did  not  marry  Agnes,  da.  and  heir  of  William  Huckmore,  it 
was  Henry  his  great-grandson ;"  also,  to  find  records  in  further  support  of 
your  claim  that  tlie  photograph  of  the  pedigree  of  the  Pomeroy  family 
of  Devonshire,  published  by  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society 
in  its  quarterly  publication  entitled,  "The  New  England  Historical  and 
Genealogical  Register,"  in  the  issue  thereof  for  January,  1914,  and  facing 
page  47,  is  vitally  incorrect. 

Preliminarily,  I  note  that  you  have  stated  in  writing  that  soon  after 
the  publication  of  the  said  portion  of  a  pedigree  in  the  said  magazine,  you 
sent  to  the  editor  thereof,  among  other  protests,  a  correction  of  some 
of  the  errors  which  you  claimed  were  published  as  above  said,  but  that  the 
editor  refused  to  publish  any  part  of  your  communication. 

That  refusal  does  seem  a  bit  incongruous,  coming  from  that  modern 
Parnassus,  Beacon  Hill.  Boston,  the  world-famed  mount  of  intellectual 
liberty.  Hence,  I  suspect  that  there  may  have  been  some  misunderstanding 
in  the  matter.  Besides,  an  editor  is  a  law  unto  himself,  a  privileged  person, 
a  target  for  all;  he  can  not  know  everything,  and,  in  default  of  personal 
knowledge,  trusts  only  his  immediate  friends.  That  is  an  editor's  advantage 
and  disadvantage.  However,  for  a  fair-minded  editor  to  refuse  to  allow 
a  reasonable  correction  of  something  that  he  has  already  permitted  to  be 
published  is  to  place  both  himself  and  the  magazine  he  edits  in  a  position 
liable  to  be  interpreted  as  an  assumption  of  infallibility,  or  that  his  intelli- 
gence is  directed  by  another  mind  more  subtile  of  injustice  to  a  critic  with 
a  grievance. 


Pomfrog  3Famtlg  Hftatnrg 


It  has  been  asserted  by  some  of  the  paid  or  unpaid  officers  of  the  New 
England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  that  you  have  thrust  upon  me  the 
responsibility  of  changing  the  alleged  Harleian  MS.  1091,  which  appears  in 
the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  for  January,  1914, 
facing  page  47.  Now.  my  thus  newly-designated  "partner  in  crime,"  I  was 
not  aware  (nor  can  I  believe)  that  you  had  favored  me  with  that  thrust- 
ing.* Surely  you  could  not  have  lacked  the  courage  to  inform  me  of  such 
alleged  thrusting  if  the  truth  had  permitted  you  to  do  so. 

Since  I  have  found  some  original  official  records  bearing  upon  the  said 
portion  of  the  Pomeroy-Hengscott  pedigree,  published  in  the  said  New 
England  Register  for  January,  1914,  facing  page  47,  the  indignation  and 
resentment  which  those  charges  aroused  in  me  have  changed, in  this  Pomeroy 
connection,  to  the  "smile  that  will  not  come  off." 

The  illustration  facing  the  said  page  47  of  seven  alleged  generations 
of  a  Pomeroy-Hengscott  pedigree  is  described  on  page  47  of  the  New  Eng- 
land Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  for  January,  1914,  as  being  a 
facsimile  of  "folio  109^  of  Harleian  MS.  1091  ....  this  MS.  con- 
taining the  Visitation  of  Devon  in  1564  by  William  Harvey,  Clarenceux 
King-of-Arms." 

I  saw,  last  week,  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  folio  109<1  of  Harleian 
MS.  1091,  and  found  that  the  above  description  of  it  is  misleading,  not  being 
sufficiently  accurate.  Properly  stated,  the  Visitation  of  Devonshire  in  1564 
by  William  Harvey,  King-of-Arms,  is  not  an  Harleian  MS.,  and  not  in  the 
British  Museum.  It  is  an  original  manuscript,  extant  only  in  the  College- 
of-Arms.  Moreover,  in  this  latter  one  and  only  authoritative  and  actual 
record  of  the  actual  Visitation  of  Devonshire  in  1564  there  is  no  Pomeroy 
pedigree  in  connection  with  the  Hengscott  pedigree,  as  represented  on 
folio  109<i  of  the  alleged  Visitation  of  MS.  1091  shown  facing  page  47  in 
the  January,  1914,  number  of  the  New  England  Register.  Nor  do  the 
Pomeroys  named  on  folio  109<i  aforesaid  appear  separate  from  the  Hengs- 
cotts,  or  in  any  connection  whatever,  in  the  said  one  and  only  genuine 
Visitation  of  Devonshire  of  1564.  At  various  times  since  that  year,  various 
persons  for  various  purposes,  have  made  various  alleged  "copies"  of  the 
said  genuine  original  manuscript  in  the  CoUege-of-Arms ;  and  these  persons 
have  added  to  their  alleged  "copies"  various  notes  of  pedigrees,  etc.,  to 
suit  their  own  private  purposes  or  pleasures.     Several  of  these  "copies," 


•Mr.  Hoppin  certainly  had  no  hand  in  assembling  and  establishing  the  pedigree  referred  to. 
In  fact,  I  had  never  met  him  until  after  I  had  found  and  photographed  the  folio  containing 
the  alleged  Harleian  MS.  1091,  and  had  made  the  necessary  corrections  to  make  it  conform 
to  records  shown  in  Col.  Vivian's  Visitations  of  the  persons  named  in  folio  109d.  Mr.  Hoppin, 
after  studying  the  photograph  I  had  secured,  and  the  Vivian  records  I  submitted  to  him,  merely 
made  an  enlarged  sketch  of  the  small  drawing  and  somewhat  obscure  notes  upon  the  photograph  and 
then  wrote  and  signed  the  certificate,  which  appears  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy 
Family,  at  my  request.  The  corrected  pedigree  of  the  generations  involved  may  be  found  back 
of  page  109,  in  the  Pomeroy  Family  book,  also  in  this  leaflet  under  the  caption  "The  Corrected 
and  Extended  Pedigree,"  and  conforms  in  every  essential  to  the  new  evidence  produced  by  Mr. 
Hoppin  in  this  interesting  letter.  In  quoting  in  the  Register  the  certification  attach.ed  to  said 
pedigree  the  chief  committeeman  of  the  foreign  research  committee  of  the  New  England  Historic- 
Genealogical  Society  on  page  55,  January,  1914,  number,  purposely  omitted  the  words  which  made 
the  certificate  necessary,  viz.:  "And  that  the  heraldic  interpretation  is  correct  'after  the  repre- 
sentations in  the  said  photograph  supplied  to  me  by  Col.  A.  A.  Pomeroy,'  "  leaving  the  impression 
in  the  minds  of  the  readers  that  Mr.  Hoppin  had  perpetrated  or  uttered  a  false  certificate  to  mis- 
lead; and  that  the  i  photograph  of  said  folio  109d  as  it  appeared  in  the  New  England  Register 
was  correct.  Taken!  in  its  integrity  Mr.  Hoppin's  certificate  places  the  responsibility  of  correcting 
and  extending  said  jpedigree  upon   me. — A.   A.   P. 
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after  various  vicissitudes,  have  been  cared  for  at  the  British  Museum.  In 
every  one  of  them  occurs  the  same  pedigree  of  Hengscott  as  in  the  original 
Visitation  MS.  of  1564  and  as  in  the  said  foHo  109^  of  Harleian  MS.  1091 ; 
but  in  no  one  of  them  is  there  any  Pomeroy  pedigree  in  connection  with 
the  Hengscott  pedigree.  Neither  do  the  Pomeroys  named  on  folio  109<i 
reproduced  as  aforesaid,  in  the  New  England  Register,  appear  separate  from 
the  Hengscotts,  nor  in  any  connection  whatever  in  any  one  of  these  "Copies" 
of  the  1564  Visitation  of  Devonshire  of  William  Harvey.  Literally,  there- 
fore, the  statement  on  page  47  of  the  New  England  Register  that  the  said 
folio  109^  was  (or  is)  from  the  Msitation  of  Devonshire  in  1564  by  William 
Harvey  is  indisputably  untrue — or,  in  the  language  of  courtesy,  an  un- 
conscious aberration. 

Wherefrom,  therefore,  came  this  Pomeroy  pedigree  facing  page  47  in 
the  New  England  Register?  A  part  of  it  was  taken  and  put  together  from 
two  separate  parts  of  Benolte's  \'isitation  of  Devon  of  1531.  The  remaining 
part  of  it  was  imagined  by  whoever  made  MS.  1091,  or  folio  109^1  therein. 
And  no  Pomeroy  or  Hengscott  furnished  the  invented  part  to  the  author 
of  MS.  1091,  for  every  man  named  on  folio  109^1  is  proven  to  have  died 
long  before  MS.  1091  was  written. 

What,  therefore,  is  Harleian  MS.  1091  ?  And  who  and  what  was  the 
person  or  persons  who  made  it?  This  manuscript  is  officially  described  by 
the  British  Museum  in  its  printed  Catalogus  Lihrorum  MSS.  Bihliotheca 
Harleianae  as  "1091  ;  an  Heraldic  Book  in  Folio  wherein  are  contained 
MSS.  relating  to"  (as  specified)  "eight  separate  subjects."  The  first  and 
third  of  these  subjects,  being  (more  or  less  accurately  translated)  transcripts 
of  patents  granted  in  1617  and  1623,  respectively,  they  explicitly  suggest 
that  this  ]\IS.  1091  was  not  made  until  at  least  fifty-six  years  after  the 
1564  Visitation  of  Devon  by  William  Harvey,  Section  two  deals  with  the 
very  lengthy  "Epitaph  sett  upon  the  tomb  of  Thomas  Ridgway,  Esq."  As 
this  gentleman  was  alive  twenty-nine  years  after  1564,  and  as  this  inscrip- 
tion ends  with  a  note,  in  the  same  handwriting,  of  the  burial  of  Leicester 
RidgAvay  in  1627.  and  the  burial  in  1636  of  a  son-in-law  of  the  said  Thomas 
Ridg%vay,  MS.  1091  may  be  placed  two  generations  —  seventy-two  years 
(time  enough  for  three  generations)  — after  the  date  (1564)  claimed  for  it 
in  the  Register.  Section  four  of  MS.  1091  is  entitled.  "Arms  of  the 
Devonshire  Gentry  reduced  to  an  Alphabet,  by  Jacob  Chaloner;"  but  the 
names  of  the  families  to  whom  the  greater  part  of  them  belong  are  wanting. 
The  practically  valueless  character  of  this  section  of  MS.  1091  is  obvious. 
Section  five  is  entitled  in  said  official  catalog,  "Arms  and  Pedigrees  copied 
from  the  Book  of  the  V^isitation  of  Devonshire  taken  by  William  Harvey, 
Esq,,  alias  Clarencieux  King-of-Armes ;  begoone  at  Exeter  the  21st  of  July, 
1564;  done  by  Jacob  Chaloner.  aforesaid;  with  additions  by  Mr,  John 
Saunders  and  others,"  (The  date  of  this  title  refers  to  the  beginning  bv 
Harvey,  not  to  the  date  of  the  making  of  MS.  1091.)  Folio  109<i  of" this 
section  is  shown  facing  the  said  page  47  of  the  New  England  Register; 
but  the  Register's  reproduction  neither  shows  the  different  inks  of  the 
original  nor  clearly  demonstrates  the  different  handwritings  on  this  original 
folio  ;  nor  shows  that  the  drawings  of  arms  of  the  families  of  J^eew!-,  Bligh/,  I  1  ^ 
etc,  have  no  direct  bearing  upon  the  Pomeroys  represented  in  the  pedigree ;    t^  ' 
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le  L-Ouniy  aione,  usuaiiy  can  meiu    visiiaiiuus,   wimuui  iuilik^i    ^Aamnta.' 


Dn." 


Many  of  these  old  heraldic  "copies,"  "notes,"  and  "augmentations"  are 
iritable  quagmires.  Genealogists  know,  or  should  know,  that  before  being 
;cepted  the  evidence  these  manuscripts  contain  must  be  tested  by  a  com- 
irison  with  official  parish,  probate,  diocesan  and  crown  records.  Heraldic 
idences  of  pedigree  were  even  under  suspicion  in  Harvey  and  Chaloner's 
nes.     It  is  at  least  amusing  to  note  that  Queen  Elizabeth  is  quoted  as 


The  crtnlognio  continues:- 


"In  this  connection  it  nny  not  be  amiss  to  h^^ve  rogjnrd  to  \ 
Mr.  Srunder' 8  expressions;  as.  at  the  first  coat  he  writes,  \ 
llr.  Bell  -  JIB  at  his  son's  funernl;  whereby  I  undorstj^nd  that 
at  his  son's  decease  Ilr.  Bell  fipplled  to  i:r.  Snundors  for  his 

arms,  and  that  Mr.  Sounders  finding  such  arms  to  have  been 
borne  by  the  name  of  Bell,  and  being  willing  to  take  this  Lr. 
Bell's  raone;  ,  furnishes  him  -^vith  n  sufficient  number  of  escut- 
cheons for  the  funeral,  which  yet  he  did  not  understand,  as  i^ 
Kr*    Bell  or  his  frmily  had  any  right  to  use". 


bni 


It   is  amusing  to   recall,   at   this  moment,   that  the  Gommitte** 
\n  Heraldry  of  the  Jlev/  England  Historic-Gonealogical   Society, 
01  one  of  its  reports ,    inveighed   agninst  the  practices  of  per- 
ons  like  the  highly  accommodating  Thomas  ana    John  Colo  of 
ston,   L'.nst^.  ,   v/ho,    in  the  late   eighteenth  centurrv' ,   r)aintod 
ts-of-arms  upon  the  coach-doore  of  the  nouveav   riche  of 
srchusetts;    -^nd   to  nov;  note^that  one  the   joint-autfibrs  of 
ligreo   facing  '   47  of  the   I^ogistor,    as  aforosald,   was 

i±x;u..j.so   er^'-'  -od   in  y-  xnttn^.  coats-of-r.rms,   for  "oney  as  a   -iri- 
vrte  businui  . ,    for  unauthentic^ted   strr-ngcrc,   upon  applicntion.     , 
Thus  the   Hegister  h^p  utilieel  as   sacrosanct  material  the  chrrac-l 
ter  of  v'hich  one  of  the  committees  of  its   oroprietors  had,    in  a 
gene  ml  r/ay,    qiiite  properly  condemned. 

V.ill  the  Ner  England   Historical  and  Genef^logical  Hegit^ter 
plet  se  ascertain  the   identity  ritid   authority  of  the   said    "and 
others"   res  onsible  for  Harleian  MS.    1091,   a  collaborated  por- 
tion  ^f     hich  it  presented  fucing  pa go  47  of  its  issue   for 
Ja  nu£  i *;/    1 9 14':  [  ^i^,^ io  ^irU  -  [UIUk  ^.rujUii^  V^'ucjutli^lt  ' 

-    ,    ~j    J — u,    ^.icuviici,   rtiuicsdiu ,   witn   auuinons    oy   Mr.    Jol 

Saunders  and  others."  (The  date  of  this  title  refers  to  the  beginning  1 
Harvey,  not  to  the  date  of  the  making  of  MS.  1091.)  Folio  109d  of  th 
section  is  shown  facing  the  said  page  47  of  the  New  England  Registe 
but  the  Register's  reproduction  neither  shows  the  different  inks  of  tl 
original  nor  clearly  demonstrates  the  different  handwritings  on  this  origin 
folio ;  nor  shows  that  the  drawings  of  arms  of  the  families  of  •©©©»«',  Bligt 
etc.,  have  no  direct  bearing  upon  the  Pomeroys  represented  in  the  pedigre 


J^umproy  IFamilg  il|tatorg  U 

nor  that  folio  109<i  bears  more  than  twice  as  many  drawings  as  any  other 
pedigree  folio  in  the  entire  book,  many  having  none,  one  sketch  being  the 
rule,  if  any.  The  first  three  parts,  sections,  or  chapters  of  Harleian  MS. 
1091,  are  known  to  be  in  the  handwriting  of  "Mr.  John  Saunders."  Part 
five  is  said  to  be  in  the  handwriting  of  John  Chaloner,  with  the  exception 
of  various  notes  and  drawings  by  the  said  "And  Others."  The  skeleton 
pedigree  on  folio  109^  is  in  the  hand  of  Chaloner,  though  the  Hengscott 
portion  of  it  appears,  from  the  ink,  and  from  its  being  crowded  into  a  nar- 
row side  of  the  page,  as  not  having  been  written,  possibly,  at  the  same  time 
as  the  Pomeroy  pedigree  thereon ;  while  the  notes  thereon  appear  to  be 
in  a  style  somewhat  different  from  both  Chaloner  and  Saunders.  "And 
Others"  is  thus  the  seemingly  tangible  author  of  them. 

Harleian  MS.  1091  was  a  private  note-book,  all  written  on  the  same 
kind  of  paper,  begun  many  years  after  1564,  by  John  Saunders  (or  Chal- 
oner), extended  by  Jacob  Chaloner  and  completed  by  "And  Others" — all 
persons  of  what  authority  ?  Chaloner  is  named  but  three  times  in  the  many 
published  Visitations  of  the  many  counties  of  England.  He  is  best  de- 
scribed in  his  own  words  in  Harleian  MS.  1241,  entitled,  (another)  "Her- 
aldic Book."  containing  "A  Copie"  of  the  Visitations  of  Shropshire  by 
Richard  Lee,  Marshall  to  Robert  Coke,  Clarencieux  King-of-Arms,  1564, 
and  "Augmented  by  many  notes  and  Gatherings  of  Lewis  Dunne  and 
others ;  by  me  Jacob  Chaloner  until  the  year  1620 ;"  and  "copied  by  me 
Thomas   Hanford,    1661." 

Saunders  is  described  in  the  British  Museum's  official  catalog  of  the 
Harleian  MSS.  (referring  to  Harleian  MS.  1045,  "An  Heraldical  Book," 
written  by  Saunders,  part  5,  entitled,  "Entrances  of  Arms  of  Nobility  and 
Gentry  and  Reputed  Gentry,  furnished  by  Mr.  John  Saunders,  the  Painter- 
Stainer,  at  their  Respective  Funerals,  from  November,  1652  to  January, 
1675-6").  Thus,  Mr.  Saunders  was  actively  at  work  one  hundred 
and  twelve  years  after  the  Visitation  of  1564;^|:  I  have  a  recent  certificate 
from  a  high  official  of  the  College-of-Arms  wliich  affirms  that  the  note- 
books, etc.,  kept  by  the  old  painter-stainers  like  Saunders,  who  painted  coats- 
of-arms  for  pay  upon  application,  "are  of  no  authority."  .  .  .  Chaloner 
and  Saunders  are  not  named  in  the  list  of  the  officers  of  the  College-of- 
Arms  from  1483  to  1804.  Nothing  that  they  wrote  was  officially  recog- 
nized by  the  heraldic  authorities  of  England.  Neither  man  is  mentioned 
.in  Noble's  History  of  the  College-of-Arms.    n" 

The  British  Museum  official  catalogue  of  the  Harleian  MSS.  (vol.  2, 
page  48)  refers  to  "painter-stainers"  entitling  their  books  as  "The  Visita- 
tion of  the  County  of  Berkshire,"  etc.,  in  these  words :  "This  Title  is  a 
Painter's  Title ;  for  Painters,  when  they  see  a  Book  of  Pedigree  relating  to 
one  County  alone,  usually  call  them  Visitations,  without  further  examina- 
tion." 

Many  of  these  old  heraldic  "copies,"  "notes,"  and  "augmentations"  are 
veritable  quagmires.  Genealogists  know,  or  should  know,  that  before  being 
accepted  the  evidence  these  manuscripts  contain  must  be  tested  by  a  com- 
parison with  official  parish,  probate,  diocesan  and  crown  records.  Heraldic 
evidences  of  pedigree  were  even  under  suspicion  in  Harvey  and  Chaloner's 
times.     It  is  at  least  amusing  to  note  that  Queen  Elizabeth  is  quoted  as 


12  ^'uppUmptttal  to  tl^p 

having  said,  when  referring  to  a  newly-appointed  herald.  "If  he  is  no 
better  than  his  predecessor  he  ought  to  be  hanged."  Dethick,  king-of-arms 
in  Chaloner's  time,  had  a  stormy  period  when  the  Earl  of  Essex  referred 
to  him  as  "no  herald,  only  that  branded  fellow,"  to  which  was  replied  in 
defense,  "an  herald,  though  a  wicked  man.  is  nevertheless  an  herald." 
But  the  "unkindest  cut  of  all"  is  given  modernly.  in  Studies  in  Peerage 
and  Family  History,  (J.  H.  Round,  1901)  ;  see  also  Some  Feudal  Coats-of- 
Arvis,  (Joseph  Foster,  1902)  for  references  to  "the  malpractices  displayed 
by  the  officious  Elizabethan   Heralds."  ,  (♦^'^_^ 

Harleian  MS.  1538  names  the  same  Pomeroys  of  MS.  1091,  but  il  an 
arrangement  entirely  different,  yet  equally  erroneous.  Tuckett's  Devon- 
shire Pedigrees  also  place  the  same  Pomeroys  in  still  another  "crazy  quilt." 
None  of  them  are  wholly  true.  The  pedigree  on  folio  109^  of  Harleian 
MS.  1091,  as  ir\  the  New  England  Register,  is  untrue,  as  will  be  proven 
presently.  Th^'"'manuscript  was  picked  up  in  some  old  book-and-manu- 
script  market  by  Edward  Harley,  a  rich  man  who  had  a  hobby  for  such 
things.  When  he  died  in  1741  his  widow  "cleared  the  woodshed"  of 
thousands  of  old  papers  and  parchments,  some  invaluable,  others  value- 
less, and  sent  them  to  help  the  then  recently  founded  British  Museum. 
After  Harley,  the  collection  is  now  named ;  likewise,  the  Harleian  Society, 
founded  in  1869.  Your  thanks,  Col.  Pomeroy,  are  due  to  Mrs.  Harley 
for  saving  that  folio  109<i  from  the  furnace  and  dustman,  so  that  you 
could  correct  its  errors,  extend  it  if  you  pleased,  and  put  it  into  the  History 
and  Genealog}'  of  the  Pomeroy  Family;  and,  also,  so  that  the  gudgeon-like 
torsk  of  Beacon  Hill  could  swallow  the  old  original  bait,  erratic  hook  and 
all,  and  present  it  facing  page  47,  as  aforesaid,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  you  had  changed  if.  And,  as  well,  so  that  some  of  the  New  England 
Historic-Genealogical  Society's  officers  or  servants  might  have  the  pleasure 
of  hurling  at  your  devoted  head  certain  vicious  epithets. 

Of  course,  you  corrected  that  folio  109^  ancestry  of  Henry  Pomeroy, 
named  at  the  foot  of  it: 

.     And  must  the  man  who  seeks 
To  brinp:  it  rescue   from   its   kindred   freaks, 
Also    helmet    his    head    'gainst    magazines 
Intent   to   smash   him   into   smithereens? 
And    must   he    find    himself,    ere   he   can   think. 
Described  in  words  unfit 
May  he  not  even  seek , 
From  out  of  the  chaff 
And  aim  to  change  to  better  knowledge 
Folios    alleged    from    Heralds'   College, 
Or  dare  to  doubt  the  dictum  of  a  sage  (?) 
Posed  as  Authority  on  New  England's  page, 
Without  the   feehng  that  behind  his  back 
There  circulates  a  sinister  attack 
By  those  who  seem  to  further  private  aims 
By  Register-ing  in  print  their  famous  (?)   names? 

If  so,  'My  Word!'  he  soon  may  newly  see 
Undreamt  pleasures  in  quest  of  pedigree. 
Though  camping  upon  others'  trails  for  pay, 
And  Ancient  House-breaking  be  not  his  lay !" 


mself,    ere   he   can   think,  >j  <_ 

ifit   for   noble   ink?       -4j  <-'///* 
(the   wheat  ...    loJf^/M 

f  of  Ashburton   street?  * 


Without  malice,  v/e  may,  as  a  momentary  diverBion,  fairly 
imagine  c    scene  on  the  premises  of  a  Jacobean  pedigreeist : - 


"Ai^rD  OTHEHb"  &  GO. 
Hernldic   Office 
Nobody  Lane  (leading:  to)  v:Ti?^lity  Street 
Pedigrees  Su- plied  ...'..  Crests  while  you  wait! 
Larpe  Selection  of  Leading  Linesl 


ENTER  BUYSS: 
.     SELLER: 

BUYER: 


"I  want  a  family  tree,  please." 

"Oh,  yesl  And  a  cost-of-arms,  I  suDpose, 
name  please?" 

"Brown, " 


What 


SELLER: 


BUYER : 


"Ahl  Le  Brun.   Do  you  wish  it  throuech  the 
Plantagenets,  Le  Mount  forts  or  De  liontmorencys? 
These  are  our  popular  lines." 

"Oh,  mi  take  a  lit;,le  of  them  all,  with  the 
motto  *  In  hoc  signo  Vinces. *   When  will  it  be 
ready?" 

"Call  on  Ilonday.   The  price  will  be  only  - 

Seventy-siz-pound-ten, 
Seventy-six-pound-ten , 

The  sum  isn't  large  - 

It's  8 11  that  we  charge 
For  raaking  you  gentlemen.'' 


rkable  for  affording  proof  of  seven  consecutive  generations  of  Pomeroys, 
s  hereinbelow  translated  from  the  Latin  original  substantially  in  full,  and 
IS  now  presented  for  the  first  time: 

ublic    Record    Office,    London.) 

ancery  Inquisition  Post  Mortem.     Series  II.     Vol.  30.     M.   14.     Devon, 
•it  dated  at  Westminster  25th  January  6  Henry  VIII    [1514-15]. 
Inquisition  taken  at  Totton  magna  in  Devon  6th  October  7  Henry  VIII  after  the 

th  of  Katherine  Huddesfeld,  widow,  by  the  oath  of  Benedict  Sloote,  John  Hals, 


•It  is  amusing  to  remember  that  the  "great  discoverer,"  the  "gudgeon-like  torsk,"  of  the  New 
:land  Register,   employed  his  time   and   the   "hard-scrabbled"   dollars,   contributed   by   members   of 

New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society,  for  legitimate  purposes,  in  searching  for  that 
tographer's  number,   21893.   to   gratify  a  personal   spite,   and  was  eventually  startled  to   find  that 

jfas    merely    the   number    of    a    tract    delivered   by    the    Rev.    Hugh    Jones    of    Virginia. — .\.    A.    P. 

Note — The  words  in  square  brackets  have  been  supplied  from  the  copy  of  the  above  in- 
.ition  in  Exchequer  Inquisitions,  Series  II,  File  155,  No.  8.  The  Chancery  Inquisition^  from 
ci»   the   above   abstract   is   made   is    illegible   in    such    parts.  { 


Also    helmet   his    head    'gainst    magazines 

Intent   to   smash   him    into   smithereens? 

And    must   he    find    himself,    ere   he   can   think, 

Described  in  words  unfit   for  noble  ink?       -it 

May  he  not  even   seek  (the   wheat  ..    u) 

From   out   of  the   chaff   of   Ashburton   street? 

And  aim  to  change  to  better  knowledge 

Folios    alleged    from    Heralds'   College. 

Or  dare  to  doubt  the  dictum  of  a  sage  (?) 

Posed  as  Authority  on  New  England's  page, 

Without   the   feeling  that  behind  his   back 

There  circulates  a  sinister  attack 

By  those  who  seem  to  further  private  aims 

By  Register-ing  in  print  their  famous  (?)   names? 

If  so,  'My  Word!'  he  soon  may  newly  see 
Undreamt  pleasures  in  quest  of  pedigree. 
Though  camping  upon  others'  trails  for  pay, 
And  Ancient  House-breaking  be  not  his  lay!" 


^4t 


Of  course,  you  corrected  the  errors  in  that  folio  —  109<i  pedigree  of 
the  said  Henry  Pomeroy.  And  I  well  remember  receiving  from  you,  some 
time  afterwards  evidently,  the  favor  of  your  request  that  I  describe  the 
significances  of  the  various  drawings,  and  also  to  decipher  the  obscure 
words  in  a  photograph  submitted  to  me  for  that  purpose,  accompanied  by 
a  note  bearing  the  words  "Harleian  MS."  and  the  numbers  "1091"  and 
"21893."  That  reading  I  thus  supplied  of  the  photograph  submitted  is 
correct,  as  I  then  certified,  though  I  did  not  know  then  that  the  latter 
number  was  the  photographer's  number  of  the  photograph.*  The  draw- 
ings later  ordered  by  you  of  me  of  the  arms  of  various  allied  families, 
whose  names  you  presented,  are  also  correct,  in  accordance  therewith. 

Well,  now,  here's  for  the  supreme  test  of  the  pedigree  represented 
facing  page  47  of  the  January,  1914,  New  England  Register  —  the  test  by 
which  all  heraldic  visitations,  both  "original"'  and  "copies,"  "augmented" 
or  "unaugniented."  stand  or  fall,  ll'os  this  folio  logd  pedigree  of  the  said 
Henry  Pomeroy  in  the  Nexv  England  Register  correct,  or  is  your  published 
ancestry  of  this  man  the  true  one? 

The  said  original  folio  is  entitled  "Pomery  of  Bery  in  Devenshere." 
Out  of  the  twenty-six  of  the  twenty-eight  persons  named  on  this  original 
folio  109'i  only  one,  the  first  named,  was  of  Berry,  as  a  person  of  legal  age. 
Robert  Camell,  Henry  Pomeroy's  father-in-law,  is  named  in  the  second 
generation  of  the  pedigree  facing  page  47  of  the  New  England  Register, 
as  of  "Vitilford  in  Northamptonsh."  There  was  neither  then,  nor  since 
then,  such  a  place  in  that  shire.  Neither  was  there  such  a  place  in 
England ;  nor  was  Robert  Camell  of  any  other  place  in  Northamptonshire. — 
(Index  Villaris,  Whellan's  Gazetteer,  Baker's  History  and  Antiquities  of 
the  County  of  Northampton.)  Henry  Pomeroy,  second  generation,  is 
given  on  the  said  page  of  the  New  England  Register  as  having  issue  by 
"Amy"  Camell.  She  had  no  child  by  him.  The  name  of  the  mother  of 
his  children  is  omitted  on  this  folio  109^  and  on  the  New  England  Regis- 
ter's reproduction  thereof.  The  said  Henry  Pomeroy  is  given  a  son  Henry 
as  the  third  generation.  This  generation  on  folio  109^  is  fictitious.  For 
proof  thereof  the  following  document  will  be  sufficient  unto  all  men  versed 
in  ancient  records,  it  being  the  official  report  of  a  Commission  appointed  by 
the  Crown  to  determine  the  lordship  of  a  manor;  and  being  in  itself  re- 
markable for  afifording  proof  of  seven  consecutive  generations  of  Pomeroys, 
it  is  hereinbelow  translated  from  the  Latin  original  substantially  in  full,  and 
thus  now  presented  for  the  first  time : 

(Public    Record    Office,    London.) 

Chancery  Inquisition  Post  Mortem.     Series  II.     Vol.  30.     M.   14.     Devon. 

Writ  dated  at  Westminster  25th  January  6  Henry  VIII    [1514-15]. 

Inquisition  taken  at  Totton  magna  in  Devon  6th  October  7  Henry  VIII  after  the 
death  of  Katherine  Huddesfeld,  widow,  by  the  oath  of  Benedict  Sloote,  John  Hals, 


•It  is  amusing  to  remember  that  the  "great  discoverer,"  the  "gudgeon-like  torsk,"  of  the  New 
England  Register,  employed  his  time  and  the  "hard-scrabbled"  dollars,  contributed  by  members  of 
the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society,  for  legitimate  purposes,  in  searching  for  that 
photographer's  number,  21893,  to  gratify  a  personal  spite,  and  was  eventually  startled  to  find  that 
it   was    merely    the    number    of    a    tract    delivered   by    the    Rev.    Hugh    Jones    of    Virginia. — A.    A.    P. 

Note — The  words  in  square  brackets  have  been  supplied  from  the  copy  of  the  above  in- 
quisition in  Exchequer  Inquisitions,  Series  II,  File  155,  No.  8.  The  Chancery  Inquisition^  from 
which   the   above  abstract   is   made  is   illegible   in   such   parts.  ; 


14  ^ppUm^ntni  to  t\\f 

Simon  Horsewill,  William  Ody,  William  Voyse,  John  Luscombe  of  Luscombe,  William 
Allerton,  John  Huxham,  John  Moreshedde,  Nicholas  Payne,  David  Stone,  Thomas 
Cuttewill,  John  Helbroke  and  Penro  Corne  [?]. 

The  jurors  say  that  Nicholas  de  Wod[eg]rave  and  John  Gambon  were  seized  in 
their  demeasne  as  of  fee  of  and  in  the  manor  of  Stokkelegh-Pomerey  with  its 
appurts,  and  so  seized  a  long  while  before  the  death  of  Katherine  by  license  of 
the  King,  Edward  III  [gave]  the  said  manor  with  the  appurts  among  other  things 
to  Henry  Pomerey  son  of  Henry  Pomerey  and  the  heirs  male  of  his  body  lawfully 
begotten,  by  virtue  of  which  the  said  Henry  the  son  was  seized  of  the  said  manor 
in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail,  and  died.  Which  manor  after  the  death  of  the 
said  Henry  the  son,  (and  of  Thomas]  son  and  heir  of  the  aforesaid  Henry  the  son, 
and  of  Edward  son  of  the  aforesaid  Thomas,  descended  to  a  certain  Henry  Pomerey 
as  son  and  heir  of  the  aforesaid  Edward  and  kinsman  and  heir  male  of  the  body 
of  the  said  Henry  the  son  of  Henry.  By  virtue  of  which  the  said  Henry  son  of 
Edward,  by  pretext  of  a  certain  livery  thereof,  [had]  out  of  the  King's  hands, 
entered  into  the  said  manor  and  was  thereof  seized  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee 
tail.  And  so  seized  he  had  issue  of  his  body  lawfully  begotten  Sincler  Pomerey, 
Richard  Pomerey  and  Thomas  Pomerey.  And  afterwards  the  said  Henry,  having 
obtained  royal  license,  gave  and  granted  by  his  charter  indented  dated  27  September 
2  Edward  IV.  [1462-63]  to  the  said  Seincler  and  the  said  Katherine  then  wife  of 
the  said  Seincler  the  said  [manor]  with  the  appurts,  to  have  to  them  and  the  heirs 
and  assigns  of  Seincler  forever.  By  virtue  whereof  the  said  Seincler  and  Katherine 
were  seized  of  the  said  manor.  Seincler  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  and  Katherine 
in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement.  And  so  seized  the  said  Sincler  died  without 
heir  of  his  body  lawfully  begotten,  after  whose  death  the  reversion  of  the  said 
manor  descended  to  Richard  Pomerey  as  his  brother  and  heir.  The  said  Katherine 
survived  him  and  held  herself  in  the  same  manor  by  right  of  accretion  —  per  jus 
accrescendi  —  and  thereof  was  solely  seized  in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement. 
And  the  said  Katherine  being  so  seized  the  said  Henry  the  father  of  Seincler  died. 
And  the  said  Richard  Pomerey  had  issue  Edward  Pomerey,  knight,  now  living,  and 
died,  the  said  Katherine  then  still  living  and  solely  seized  of  the  said  manor;  and 
afterward  on  12th  January  last  past  the  said  Katherine  died  seized  of  such  estate; 
after  whose  death  the  said  Edward  Pomerey,  son  of  Richard,  as  son  and  heir  of 
the  body  of  the  aforesaid  Richard  Pomerey,  and  cousin  and  heir  male  of  the  body 
of  the  said  Henry  son  of  Henry,  to-wit:  son  of  Richard,  son  of  Henry,  son  of 
Edward,  son  of  Thomas,  son  of  the  said  Henry  son  of  Henry,  entered  into  the  said 
manor  and  was  thereof  seized  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail  by  reason  of  the  said 
gift  in  tail. 

The  jurors  say  the  said  Henry  Pomerey,  son  of  Edward,  some  while  before  the 
taking  of  the  said  inquisition  was  seized  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  of  1  messuage 
226  acres  of  land,  etc.,  and  15s  rent  in  Cheryton  Fitzpayne,  and  so  seized  by  his 
charter  indented  gave  and  granted  the  same  to  Seincler  and  Katherine  and  the  heirs 
of  Seincler  forever,  by  virtue  of  which  they  were  thereof  seized,  the  said  Seincler 
in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  and  Katherine  in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement.  And 
afterwards  the  said  Henry  son  of  Edward  entered  upon  possession  of  the  said  Seincler 
and  Katherine  as  well  in  the  said  messuage  and  80  acres  of  land,  etc.,  parcel  of 
the  said  premises  in  Chereton  Fitzpayne,  as  in  a  messuage  and  160  acres  of  land 
called  Wallen  then  parcel  of  the  manor  of  Stokkelegh  Pomerey  and  thereof  disseized 
them,  by  pretext  of  which  disseison  the  said  Henry  was  thereof  seized  in  his 
demeasne  as  of  fee,  and  so  seized  thereof  among  other  premises  enfeoffed  Oto 
[Gilbert  esquire,  Thomas]  Bowryng  and  John  Snape  to  have  to  them  and  their  heirs 
forever,  by  pretext  of  which  they  were  thereof  seized  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee. 
And  so  seized,  by  their  charter  indented  and  dated  20th  September  18  Edward  IV 
[1478]  they  demised,  etc.,  to  the  said  Henry  Pomerey,  esquire,  and  Anne  his  wife 
the  said  messuage  and  80  acres  of  land  and  pasture  in  Cheriton  Fitzpayn  and  the 
said  messuage  and  160  acres  called  Wallen  to  have  etc.  to  the  said  Henry  and  Anne 
and  their  heirs,  with  remainder  to  Thomas  Pomerey,  son  of  [the  said  Henry],  and 
Agnes  Kayllewey  daughter  of  Johanne  daughter  of  the  said  Anne  and  the  heirs  of 
the  body  of  the  said  Thomas  lawfully  begotten.  By  virtue  of  which  the  same  Henry 
and  Anne  were  thereof  seized  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail,  and  so  seized  the  said 
Anne   died   without  heir   of  the   body    [of]    Henry    lawfully   begotten,    and   the   said 
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nry  survived  and  Vfa.s  seized  thereof  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail  by  right  of 
retion,  and  died  seized  of  such  estate,  after  whose  death  the  said  Thomas  and 
nes   entered   into  the  premises  and  were  thereof  seized,  the  said  Thomas   in  his 

'  ''--   ■"•'"^    A^«^o  try  Vior  Hptneasne  as  of  free  tenement. 


This  docmrient  thus  reveals  the  true  pedigree,   (see  page  6),  against 

e  untrue   pedigree   facing  page   47   of   the   New   England    Register   of 

nuary,  1914.     The  only  further  comment  on  the  latter,  essential  at  this 

^ment,  is  that  the  latter  pedigree  was  published  by  the   New  England 

agister,  not  only  under  the  assumption  that  it  is  to  be  found  in  Harvey's 

sitation  of  Devonshire  of  1564  (ivhich  does  not  contain  it),  hut  was  left 

the  New  England  Register  facing  page  47  then  and  ever  since  then,  to 

looked  upon  as  true  by  readers,  without  a  word  of  caution  or  qualification 

ing  added  as  to  the  practical  worthlessness  of  that  pedigree,  and  so  left 

pendent  and  trading  upon  the  prestige  and  reputation  (gained  years  ago) 

the  said  magazine  to  be  of  sufficient  force  and  influence  to  cover  its  use 

that  connection  without  its  inaccuracy  being  challenged  or  suspected  by 

?  readers. 

In  a  pedigree  of  the  Pomeroys  on  page  53  of  the  New  England  Histor- 
il  and  Genealogical  Register  for  January,  1914,  occurs  the  following 
finite  statement  of  pedigree,  together  with  the  specific  record-authority 
r  the  statement: 

1.    Thomas  Pomeroy  (Third  son  of  Henry) Children: 

ii.  Thomas,  b.  abt.  1481 ;  named  as  son  and  heir  of  his  father  and  as  aged 
elve  years  at  the  death  of  the  latter,  29  December,  1493. — Inquisition  Post  Mortem, 
ancery  Series  2,  Vol.  9.  No.  61.  9  Henry  VIII." 

The  said  Thomas  Pomeroy,  the  father,  did  not  have  as  "son  and  heir," 
I  Thomas  thus  given  in  the  New  England  Register;  and  the  identical 
thority  quoted  by  the  Register  to  support  its  statement  that  he  did  have 
ch  a  "son  and  heir,"  proves  on  the  contrary  that  he  did  not.  That  there 
ly  be  no  further  possibility  of  a  doubt  arising  upon  that  point,  and 
o  because  the  document  reveals  other  valuable  evidence,  a  translation, 
bstantially  in  full,  and  for  the  first  time,  of  the  original  document  itself 
here  appended;  the  evidence  of  this  Crown  document  can  not  be  ques- 
ned  for  it  is  final ;  from  its  verdict  there  can  be  no  appeal : 


14  ^uppkitiFntal  to  t 

Simon  Horsewill,  William  Ody,  William  Voyse,  John  Luscombe  of  Luscombe,  Will 
Allerton,  John  Huxham,  John  M^oreshedde,  Nicholas  Payne,  David  Stone,  Thoi 
Cuttewill,  John  Helbroke  and  Penro  Come  [?]. 

The   inrnr';  «:pv  tU-.»   xt:..     ,         .     ,,r     ,r      ,  .    .   .        _ 

f    The  first  wife  rnd  the  mother  of  the  children  of  the  Henry 

-ODy  who  married,  secondly,  "Anne''  as  in  the  above  document, 

.jwpYi   not  named  theroin,  (beinr  then  dead)  h?is  been  historical 

mtified  pnd  published  for  over  two  hundred  and  eighty  years^ 

Mice,  daughter  of  Walter  /or  JohnJ  Raleigh  of  Fardell, 

onshire,  as  is  evidenced  in  the  valua^  le  histoiy^of  Devon- 

3    ,  _,      

roy^'Famiiy,    a  book  vhich   the   editors  of  tiie   Register  could 
re   -lore   carefully   examined   in  the  library  of  the   New  England 
toric-Gene'^logicel   Society. 

ana  assigns  ot  bemcler  forever.     iJy  virtue  whereof  the  said  Seincler  and  Kathei 
were  seized  of  the  said  manor.     Seincler  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  and  Kathe: 
in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement.     And  so  seized  the  said  Sincler  died  with 
heir   of   his  body   lawfully   begotten,    after    whose    death    the   reversion    of   the    : 
manor  descended  to  Richard  Pomerey  as  his  brother  and  heir.     The  said  Kathe: 
survived  him   and  held  herself  in  the   same  manor   by   right   of  accretion  —  per 
accrescendi  —  and   thereof  was    solely    seized   in   her   demeasne   as   of   free  tenem 
And  the  said  Katherine  being  so  seized  the  said  Henry  the  father  of  Seincler  d 
And  the  said  Richard   Pomerey  had  issue  Edward  Pomerey,  knight,  now  living, 
died,  the  said  Katherine  then  still  living  and  solely  seized  of  the  said  manor; 
afterward  on   12th  January  last  past  the  said  Katherine  died  seized  of  such  est 
after  whose   death  the   said   Edward   Pomerey,   son  of  Richard,   as  son  and  heii 
the  body  of  the  aforesaid  Richard   Pomerey,  and  cousin  and  heir  male  of  the  b 
of  the   said   Henry   son  of   Henry,   to-wit:    son   of   Richard,   son  of   Henry,    son 
Edward,  son  of  Thomas,  son  of  the  said  Henry  son  of  Henry,  entered  into  the 
manor  and  was  thereof  seized  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail  by  reason  of  the 
gift  in  tail. 

The  jurors  say  the  said  Henry  Pomerey,  son  of  Edward,  some  while  before 
taking  of  the  said  inquisition  was  seized  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  of  1  messi 
226  acres  of  land,  etc.,   and   15s   rent  in   Cheryton   Fitzpayne.   and   so   seized  by 
charter  indented  gave  and  granted  the  same  to  Seincler  and  Katherine  and  the  1: 
of  Seincler  forever,  by  virtue  of  which   they  were  thereof  seized,  the  said   Seir 
in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  and  Katherine  in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement, 
afterwards  the  said  Henry  son  of  Edward  entered  upon  possession  of  the  said  Seir 
and   Katherine  as   well  in  the  said  messuage  and  80  acres   of   land,    etc.,   parce 
the  said  premises   in  Chereton   Fitzpayne,   as   in   a  messuage  and    160  acres   of 
called  Wallen  then  parcel  of  the  manor  of  Stokkelegh  Pomerey  and  thereof  disse 
them,    by    pretext    of    which    disseison    the    said    Henry    was    thereof    seized    in 
demeasne   as    of   fee,   and   so    seized    thereof    among   other    premises    enfeoffed 
[Gilbert  esquire,  Thomas]  Bowryng  and  John  Snape  to  have  to  them  and  their  1 
forever,  by  pretext  of  which  they  were  thereof  seized  in  their  demeasne  as  of 
And  so  seized,  by  their  charter  indented  and  dated  20th   September   18  Edward 
[1478]   they  demised,  etc.,  to  the  said   Henry   Pomerey,   esquire,   and  Anne  his 
the  said  messuage  and  80  acres  of  land  and  pasture  in   Cheriton  Fitzpayn  and 
said  messuage  and  160  acres  called  Wallen  to  have  etc.  to  the  said  Henry  and  / 
and  their  heirs,  with  remainder  to  Thomas  Pomerey,  son  of   [the  said  Henry], 
Agnes  Kayllewey  daughter  of  Johanne  daughter  of  the  said  Anne  and  the  heir 
the  body  of  the  said  Thomas  lawfully  begotten.     By  virtue  of  which  the  same  H 
and  Anne  were  thereof  seized  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail,  and  so  seized  the 
Anne   died   without   heir   of  the   body    [of]    Henry   lawfully   begotten,    and    the 
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Henry  survived  and  was  seized  thereof  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  tail  by  right  of 
accretion,  and  died  seized  of  such  estate,  after  whose  death  the  said  Thomas  and 
Agnes  entered  into  the  premises  and  were  thereof  seized,  the  said  Thomas  in  his 
demeasne  as  of  fee  tail,  and  the  said  Agnes  in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement. 
And  so  seized  the  said  Thomas  died  and  the  said  Agnes  outlived  him,  and  is  still 
living,  and  holds  the  said  premises  by  right  of  accretion,  and  was  seized  thereof 
in  her  demeasne  as  of  free  tenement  by  the  disseison  aforesaid.  The  said  Seincler 
has  died  without  heir  as  is  aforesaid  and  the  said  Katherine  survives  him.  The  re- 
version of  the  said  premises  in  Cheryton  Pitzpayne  and  Wallen,  after  the  death  of 
Seincler  descended  to  Richard  Pomerey  as  his  brother  and  heir,  and  after  the  death  of 
Richard  to  the  said  Edward  as  his  [Richard's]  son  and  heir.  And  afterwards  Katherine 
died ;  after  whose  death  the  said  Edward  as  cousin  and  heir  of  Seincler,  viz :  son  of 
Richard  brother  of  Seincler,  entered  into  the  said  messuages  etc.,  as  in  his  reversion, 
and  he  is  still  seized  of  the  said  premises  in  Cheriton  Fitzpayn  in  his  demeasne  as  of 
fee,  and  of  those  in  Wallen  as  parcel  of  his  said  manor  of  Stokelegh  Pomerey  in  his 
demeasne  as  of  fee  tail.  The  said  manor  is  held  of  the  King  in  chief  by  knight's 
service  and  is  worth  yearly  10  marks;  the  premises  in  Cheryton  Fitzpayn  are  held  of 
Humphrey  Calvvodelegh,  esq.  as  of  his  manor  of  Cheriton  Fitzpayne  in  free  socage 
and  are  worth  yearly  20s. 

The  said  Katherine  died  12th  January  last  past.     George  Rogers  is  her  son  and 
next  heir,  aged  30  years. 

This  docmnent  thus  reveals  the  true  pedigree,  (see  page  6),  against 
the  untrue  pedigree  facing  page  47  of  the  New  England  Register  of 
January,  1914.  The  only  further  comment  on  the  latter,  essential  at  this 
moment,  is  that  the  latter  pedigree  was  published  by  the  New  England 
Register,  not  only  under  the  assumption  that  it  is  to  be  found  in  Harvey's 
Visitation  of  Devonshire  of  1564  (ivhich  does  not  contain  it),  but  was  left 
in  the  New  England  Register  facing  page  47  then  and  ever  since  then,  to 
he  looked  upon  as  true  by  readers,  without  a  word  of  caution  or  qualification 
being  added  as  to  the  practical  worthlessness  of  that  pedigree,  and  so  left 
dependent  and  trading  upon  the  prestige  and  reputation  (gained  years  ago) 
of  the  said  magazine  to  he  of  sufficient  force  and  influence  to  coi'er  its  use 
in  that  connection  without  its  inaccuracy  being  challenged  or  suspected  by 
the  readers. 

In  a  pedigree  of  the  Pomeroys  on  page  53  of  the  New  England  Histor- 
ical and  Genealogical  Register  for  January,  1914,  occurs  the  following 
definite  statement  of  pedigree,  together  with  the  specific  record-authority 
for  the  statement: 

1.    Thomas  Pomeroy  (Third  son  of  Henry) Children: 

ii.  Thomas,  b.  abt.  1481 ;  named  as  son  and  heir  of  his  father  and  as  aged 
twelve  years  at  the  death  of  the  latter,  29  December,  1493. — Inquisition  Post  Mortem, 
Chancery  Series  2,  Vol.  9.  No.  61.  9  Henry  VIII." 

The  said  Thomas  Pomeroy,  the  father,  did  not  have  as  "son  and  heir," 
the  Thomas  thus  given  in  the  New  England  Register;  and  the  identical 
authority  quoted  by  the  Register  to  support  its  statement  that  he  did  have 
such  a  "son  and  heir,"  proves  on  the  contrary  that  he  did  not.  That  there 
may  be  no  further  possibility  of  a  doubt  arising  upon  that  point,  and 
also  because  the  document  reveals  other  valuable  evidence,  a  translation, 
substantially  in  full,  and  for  the  first  time,  of  the  original  document  itself 
is  here  appended;  the  evidence  of  this  Crown  document  can  not  be  ques- 
tioned for  it  is  final;  from  its  verdict  there  can  be  no  appeal: 
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(Public  Record  Office,  London.) 

Chancery  Inquisitions  Post  Mortem.     Series  II.     Vol.  9.     No.  61.     (Translation.) 

Henry  by  the  grace  of  God  King  of  England  and  France  and  Lord  of  Ireland  to 
his  escheator  in  the  county  of  Devon  greeting:  Whereas  Thomas  Pomerey  who  held 
of  us  in  chief  has  ....  died  as  we  have  heard,  we  command  you  to  take  into 
our  hands  without  delay  all  lands  and  tenements  of  which  the  same  Thomas  was 
seised  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  in  your  bailiwick  on  the  day  he  died,  and  keep  them 
in  safe  custody  until  we  command  you  otherwise  thereupon.  And  by  the  oath  of 
good  and  lawful  men  of  the  same  your  bailiwick,  by  whom  the  truth  of  the  matter 
may  better  be  known,  inquire  diligently  how  much  land  and  tenements  the  same 
Thomas  held  of  us  in  chief  as  well  in  demeasne  as  in  service  in  the  same  your 
bailiwick  on  the  said  day  on  which  he  died,  and  how  much  of  others  and  by  what 
service,  and  how  much  those  lands  and  tenements  are  worth  yearly  in  all  issues, 
and  on  what  day  the  same  Thomas  died  and  who  is  his  next  heir  and  of  what  age. 
And  the  inquisition  thereupon  distinctly  and  openly  made  send  without  delay  to  us  in 
our  chancery  under  your  seal  and  the  seals  of  those  by  whom  it  was  made  and  this 
writ.     Witness  myself  at  Westminster  20th  January-  in  the  9th  year  of  our  reign. 

It  was  delivered  to  the  Court  16th  April,  9  Henry  VII,  by  the  hands  of 
Lewes   Powell  and  John  Forster. 

Inquisition  taken  at  Exeter  in  the  County  of  Devon  10th  April  in  the  9th  year  of 
the  reign  of  King  Henry  VII.  Before  John  Takell,  escheator  of  the  lord  King  in 
the  county  aforesaid,  by  virtue  of  a  certain  writ  of  the  said  lord  King  of  diem  clausit 
extremum,  after  the  death  of  Thomas  Pomerey  directed  to  the  same  escheator  and 
attached  to  this  inquisition,  by  the  oath  of  Robert  Pomerey,  esq.,  Sinclerus  Pomerey, 
Thomas  Werthe,  esq.,  W^illiam  Floyer,  esq.,  John  Butayde,  Henry  Drake,  George 
Faryngdon,  Vincent  Maynerd,  John  Werthe,  Richard  Sachefyld,  John  Trewman  and 
John  Bagtorr.  Who  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas,  named  in  the 
said  writ  on  the  day  he  died  was  seised  of  1  messuage  300  acres  of  land,  20  acres  of 
meadow  with  the  appurtenances  in  Boudon,  Blaudon,  Ivecomb,  and  Langedon  in  the 
county  aforesaid  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee;  and  that  they  are  worth  yearly  in  all 
issues  beyond  reprisals  10  li.,  and  that  they  are  held  of  Peter  Eggecomb  as  of  castle 
Totton  in  free  socage ;  and  they  say  further  that  the  said  Thomas  on  the  day  he 
died  was  seised  of  20  acres  of  land  and  S  acres  of  meadow  in  Ivecomb  in  the  county 
aforesaid  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee  and  that  they  are  worth  yearly  in  all  issues 
beyond  reprisals  16s,  and  that  they  are  held  of  Nicholas  Holeway  and  Humphrey 
Walrond  in  free  socage ;  and  they  say  further  that  the  said  Thomas  named  in  the 
said  writ  on  the  day  he  died  held  no  land  or  tenements  of  the  said  lord  King  in 
chief  in  demeasne  or  in  service,  nor  held  any  more  lands  or  tenements  of  any  other 
in  demeasne  or  in  service  in  the  county  aforesaid ;  And  that  the  same  Thomas  died 
on  Saturday  next  after  the  feast  of  the  Nativity  of  the  Lord  (29  December,  1493), 
in  the  above  written  year  of  the  reign  of  the  King  aforesaid,  and  that  Henry  Pomerey 
is  his  son  and  next  heir,   and  is  of  the  age  of   12  years  and   more. 

In  witness  whereof  to  this  inquisition  as  well  the  aforesaid  escheator  as  the  said 
jurors  have  aflixed  seals.     Dated  the  day  place  and  year  abovesaid. 

On  page  bZ  of  the  Xew  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register 
for  January,  1914,  it  is  stated  that  the  Thomas  Pomeroy  named  in  the 
above  inquisition  as  having  died  on  29  December.  1493,  "married  Agnes 
Calwaye,  or  Kelloway,  daughter  of  Thomas  of  Sherborne,  co.  Dorset  — 
probably  about  20  September,  1478,  when  land  was  conveyed  by  deed  to 
Thomas  Pomeroy  and  his  wife  from  the  latter's  father." 

I  find  upon  examining  into  this  claim  of  the  parentage  of  Agnes  made 
by  the  New  England  Register,  that  it  is  also  false,  to-wit: 

(1)  The  said  Agnes  was  not  the  daughter  of  the  said  Thomas  Cal- 
waye or  Kelloway. 

(2)  The  said  Thomas  Calway  or  Kelloway  or  any  other  man  named 
Killoway  neither  conveyed  to  Thomas  and  Agnes  Pomeroy  by  any  deed 


of  said  date  any  right  in  any  property  in  any  place  whatsoever ;  nor  did  the 
said  Thomas  (or  John)  Kelloway  ever  possess  any  right  in  any  property 
at  Cheriton  Fitzpaine,  Devon,  which  he  could  convey  as  alleged  in  the 
authority  quoted  by  the  New  England  Register  in  support  of  its  statement. 

(3)  No  such  deed  was  ever  made  or  recorded. 

(4)  The  authority  quoted  by  the  New  England  Register  in  support 
of  its  assertion,  i.  e.,  "Chancery  Inquisition  Post  Mortem  (Series  II,  Vol.  30, 

Jif¥t  14,  as  given  in  Vivian's  Visitation  of  the  County  of  Devon,  p.  607,)" 
disproves  the  very  claim  that  the  New  England  Register  makes. 

The  father  of  Agnes  is  named  on  page  607  of  Vivian's  Visitation  of 
Devon  as  John  Kelloway ;  thus  the  New  England  Register,  in  giving  his 
Christian  name  as  "Thomas,"  does  not  even  quote  its  own  authority  cor- 
rectly. Stranger  still,  not  only  was  Agnes  not  the  daughter  of  Thomas 
Kelloway,  but  she  was  not  even  the  daughter  of  John ;  thus,  neither  the 
New  England  Register  nor  the  authority  it  quotes  are  correct.  If  the 
Register  had  properly  examined  the  page  (607)  it  quotes  it  would  have 
been  seen  that  there  was  something  wrong  in  the  said  Agnes  being  put 
down  as  marrying  her  great-grandmother's  step-son,  Thomas  Pomeroy. 
Mental  myopia  seems  to  have  afflicted  the  New  England  Register  in  the 
hour  of  its  old  age. 

The  error  of  Vivian's  in  naming  John  as  the  father  of  Agnes  Kelloway 
perhaps/rose  from  a  misreading  of  the  feminine  name  of  "Johanne"  (Joan) 
in  the  original  Latin  inquisition  (vol.  30,  m.  14)  for  "Jo^^^^i^s"  the  Latin 
for  John ;  or  the  error  may  have  arisen  from  the  fact  that  a  John  Kayleway 
died  at  Collumpton,  Devon,  (ten  miles  from  Cheriton  Fitzpaine)  in  1531, 
leaving  a  will  naming  a  daughter  Agnes,  but  she  was  a  spinster  at  that 
date.  The  New  England  Register  may,  as  well,  have  been  caught  in  another 
"visitation  quagmire,"  /".  e.,  the  Visitation  of  Dorset,  1565,  published  in  the 
Genealogist  (N.  S.  ii,  219).  This  copy  of  this  visitation  names  no  con- 
temporary John  Kelloway,  but  does  give  a  solitary  Thomas  Keilwey  of 
Sherborn,  Dorset,  who  by  wife  (....)  Lew|ston  had  a  daughter 
Agnes,  but  without  any  indication  as  to  their  ages.  As  this  Thomas  Keil- 
way  was  only  two  years  of  age  in  1478,  the  date  of  -tfee-said  alleged  deed.  V'^ 
(Hntchin's  History  of  Dorset,  v.  4,  p.  194),  and  only  in  his  seventeenth 
year  in  1493  when  the  said  Agnes  Pomeroy  was  left  a  widow,  with  seven 
children,  by  her  husband,  Thomas  Pomeroy,  will  the  New  England  Register 
please  explain  in  what  trench  of  the  genealogical  battlefield  it  picked  up  its 
then  unexploded  evidence  that  Agnes,  daughter  of  a  Thomas  Keilway, 
Cailway,  or  Kelloway,  married  Thomas  Pomeroy  who  died  before  she  was 
born? 

The  said  deed  alleged  to  have  been  made  20  September,  1478,  was  not 
executed  between  any  Thomas  or  John  Kelloway  and  any  Thomas  Pomeroy 
and  wife  Agnes.  The  truth  concerning  it  is  made  clear  in  an  ofificial  in- 
quisition by  the  King's  escheator  for  Devonshire,  from  which  the  following 
brief,  translated  abstract  will  suffice : 

(Public  Record  Office,  London.) 

Exchequer  Inquisitions,  Series  II.     File  155.     No.  8: 

Writ  dated  at  Westminster  25  January  6  Henry  VIII    (1514-15.) 

The   jurors    say   the   said    Henry    Pomerey,    son   of   Edward,    was    seised    in   his 
demeasne  as  of  fee  of  1  messuage,  226  acres  of  land,  etc.,  and  15s  rent  in  Cheryton 
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Fitzpayne and  so  seised  thereof enfeoffed  Oto  Gilbert,  esquire, 

Thomas  Bowryng  and  John  Snape,  to  have  to  them  and  their  heirs  forever,  by  pretext 
of  which  they  were  thereof  seised  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee.  And  so  seised  by  their 
charter  indented  dated  20th  September  18  Edward  IV  (1478)  they  demised,  etc.,  to 
the  said  Henry  Pomerey,  esquire,  and  Anne  his  wife  the  said  messuage  and  80  acres 
of  land  and  pasture  in  Cheriton  Fitzpayne  and  .  .  .  160  acres  called  Wallen  ....  to 
the  said  Henry  and  Anne  and  their  heirs,  with  remainder  to  Thomas  Pomerey,  son  of 
said  Henry  Pomerey. and  Agnes  Kayllewey,  daughter  of  Johanne,  daughter  of  the 
said  Anne.  / 

Who  then  was  the  father  of  Agnes  the  wife  of  the  Thomas  Pomeroy 
who  died  29  December,  1493?  She  is  not  named  in  either  the  Visitation  of 
Dorset,  1565,  or  the  Visitation  of  Wiltshire,  1565,  both  of  which  manu- 
scripts deal  with  the  same  Kelloway  family  and  include  the  name  of  the 
man  who  was  her  father ;  but  they  do  not  name  him  in  such  a  way  as  to 
even  suggest  that  he  had  a  daughter  Agnes.  Reference,  therefore,  is  first 
had  to  Benolte's  original  Visitation  of  Devonshire,  1531.  Herein  Agnes 
Kayllewey  is  named  not  only  as  the  wife  of  the  said  Thomas  Pomeroy,  but 
as  daughter  of  William  Cayleway  of  Sherborn,  Dorset.  She  is  also  so 
placed  in  Hutchin's  History  of  Dorset  (v.  4,  p.  194).  Let  us  not  accept, 
however,  the  evidence  of  such  an  Agnes  in  Benolte's  Visitation,  until  it  be 
supported  by  something  more  substantial  in  the  way  of  a  record.  Fortu- 
nately the  will  of  her  grandfather,  William  Kayleway,  senior,  suffices : 

(Principal  Probate  Registry,  London.) 

Abstract  translated  from  the  Latin  will   registered  on   folio  27,   Godyn. 

(Dated)   May  21,  1469. 

I,  William  Kayleway,  senior,  son  of  John  Kayleway,  of  Sherborne,  co.  Dorset, 
bequeath  to  Salisbury  Cathedral  12d,  and  to  Sherborne  parish  church  my  new  missal, 
and  to  the  Abbot  of  Sherborne  6s  8d,  and  to  his  monastery  13s  4d,  and  to  the  Vicar 
of  Sherborne  6s  8d.  To  the  House  of  Alms  of  Sherborne  13s  4d,  and  to  the  priory 
of  Henton  13s  4d,  and  to  the  Abbot  and  brothers  of  Bristol  13s  4d.  To  the  Rector 
of  the  Grene,  Sherborne,  3s  4d.  To  my  son  William  my  two  best  horses  with  their 
harness.  To  my  servant  William  Glover,  40s  and  a  horse.  To  my  servant  William 
Daniell,  10s.  To  John  Preston  to  pray  for  my  soul,  10s.  To  my  son  William  my 
goods  at  my  house  at  Sherborne.  To  John,  son  of  my  son  William,  all  my  lands 
and  tenements  in  co.  Bristol,  and  in  Yeovil,  co.  Somerset,  to  him  in  tail  male,  and 
in  default  of  such  issue  then  to  William,  brother  of  said  John,  in  tail  male,  and  in 
default  of  such  issue  to  my  son  William  in  tail  male,  with  remainder  in  default  of 
such  issue  to  my  right  heirs. 

To  my  said  son  William  a  silver  cup,  a  silver  bottle,  and  a  silver  vessel  given 
me  by  Joan,  mother  of  Joan  my  late  wife,  and  another  silver  vessel  to  him  and  his 
issues.  All  my  jewels  to  John,  son  of  said  William,  in  tail  male,  with  remainder  as 
above. 

To  Agnes,  daughter  of  my  son  William,  i40,  and  to  Alice,  another  daughter, 
£40.  Residuary  legatees  and  executors :  my  son  William  and  Thomas  Cosyn,  my 
clerk.     Signed  and  sealed  with  the  seal  of  the  Abbey  of  the  Virgin  of  Tarent. 

Proved:  1  July,  1469,  by  the  executors. 

On  page  56  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register 
for  January,  1914,  in  an  attempt  to  indicate  that  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  of 
Beaminster,  Dorsetshire,  the  founder  of  the  Pomeroy  family  in  America, 
and  other  Pomeroys  of  Dorset,  were  not  descendants  of  Ralph  Pomeroy 
the  founder,  about  1066,  of  the  Pomeroy  family  in  England,  it  is  stated,  i.  e.: 

"In  America  a  general  misconception  exists  that  all  persons  bearing 
the   same  place-surname,   such   as   Pomeroy,   Skipwith,   Berkeley,   and  the 
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like,  are  descendants  of  the  Norman  lords  of  that  place  in  England.  In 
reality,  however,  throughout  England,  at  the  time  (about  1300)  when  the 
common  people  began  to  assume  hereditary  surnames,  many  peasants  of 
Anglo-Saxon  or  British  origin  and  without  surnames,  whose  ancestors 
were  serfs  of  these  Norman  landlords,  on  removal  from  their  native  places 
took  the  names  of  these  places  as  family  names,  and  became  progenitors  of 
yeoman  families  which  bore  surnames  derived  from  place  names  but  were 
not  descended  from  the  Norman  lords  of  those  places.  Eltweed  Pomeroy 
may  have  been  descended  in  some  junior  line  from  the  Norman  armorial 
family  of  Pomeroy  of  Berry-Pomeroy,  but  on  the  other  hand  he  may  not 
have  been  of  their  blood  at  all." 

Generally  speaking,  the  foregoing  quotation  circumscribes  a  theory. 
It  may  convince  such  dwellers  in  Abstractville  as  the  editor  of  the  New 
England  Register.  It  may  be  true  concerning  the  Skipwiths  of  Skip-with-it ; 
but  what  has  that  to  do  with  the  Pomeroys  of  America?  The  vital  point 
is  —  What  are  the  facts  of  history  in  this  case  as  appertaining  to  the  Pome- 
roys?   They  are  these: 

(1)  There  has  never  been  in  England  a  town,  village,  parish,  or 
hamlet  called  Pomeroy.  Until  the  New  England  Register  can  produce 
proof  of  one,  and  prior  to  1327  as  well,  it  must  relieve  the  Pomeroys  from 
recognizing  the  probability  of  any  such  etymological,  philological,  topo- 
graphical, or  theoretical  suggestions  and  conditions. 

(2)  The  "common  people"  (to  quote  the  aristocratic  Register's 
phrase)  did  not  begin  "to  assume  hereditary  surnames  about  1300."  Both 
thousands  of  existing  records  at  the  Public  Record  Office,  London,  and  the 
universally  recognized  authorities  upon  British  family  names,  Verstegan, 
Camden,  Lower,  and  Bardsley,  give  evidence  that  the  said  people  of  Eng- 
land not  only  "began  to  assume  hereditary  surnames"  two  hundred  years 
before  1300,  the  date  the  New  England  Register  begins  their  surnames  at, 
but  had  assumed  practically  in  full  in  the  south  of  England,  such  surnames 
by  and  before  that  date.  Testa  de  Nevill,  an  original  Crown  record  of  1272, 
names  all  of  the  one  hundred  and  twenty-one  tenants  (large  and  small)  of 
the  Pomeroy  lord  of  the  manor  of  Berry,  one  hundred  and  eight  of  whom 
it  records  as  bearing  hereditable  surnames  in  1272;  and  of  the  remaining 
thirteen  persons,  seven  are  referred  to  collectively,  simply  as  seven  tenants 
residing  outside  of  Berry,  their  names  being  omitted  from  the  record ;  while 
the  other  six  are  collectively  summed  up  in  one  line  as  "sex  holes  de  Bery" 
— six  men  of  Bery — each  of  whom  doubtless  had  a  name  and  possibly  a 
surname,  which  the  government's  inquisitor  did  not  take  the  trouble  to  learn, 
seeing  that  their  tenures  were  very  small. 

(3)  The  places  more  modernly  called  Berry  Pomeroy,  Stockleigh 
Pomeroy  and  Brigtown  Pomeroy  in  Devonshire  had  not  become  so  called, 
as  a  fixed  custom  of  the  people,  during  the  said  period  when  surnames  were 
being  assumed  in  that  county.  This  fact,  alone,  also  banishes  the  New  Eng- 
land Register's  theory  to  the  remotest  corner  of  Never-Never  Land. 

(4)  The  said  places  were  known  for  centuries  before  1300  as  Berry 
(Bery,  Beri,  Byri),  Stockleigh  (Stokkelegh,  Stokeleigh,  etc.),  and  Brig- 
town    (Bridgetown). 

(5)  The  custom  of  so  calling  them  has  not  yet  abated,  as  will  be 
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found  by  any  visitor  willing  to  spend  as  much  time  exploring  the  lanes  and 
villages  of  Devonshire  as  I  have ;  and  who  will  find  upon  the  official  sign- 
posts of  Berry  the  name  "Berry,"  giving  directions  to  both  the  village  and 
the  castle,  two  miles  therefrom.  If  the  lordship  of  the  manor  and  castle 
of  Berry  had  not  been  held  for  so  short  a  time,  comparatively,  by  the  Sey- 
mours, after  they  took  it  from  the  Pomeroys,  it  is  not  unlikely  that  the 
Seymours  would  have  called  the  place  Berry-Seymour,  and  some  others 
likewise.  But  for  the  fact  of  the  predominating  presence  of  the  castle  of 
the  Pomeroys  at  Berry,  and  their  long  tenure  thereof  this  town,  like  the 
great  majority  of  other  towns,  might  have  continued  always  under  its 
original,  chief  and  only  topographical  name,  that  is.  Berry  (however  spelt). 

(6)  The  early  Pomeroys  who  owned  the  manor  and  castle  of  Berry 
referred  to  the  place  in  their  legal  documents,  as  Berry.  Record  examples 
of  this  being  as  common  as  bullets  on  the  battle-fields,  a  few  quotations 
will  suffice,  particularly  one  of  a  date  so  very  late  as  to  be  extremely  signifi- 
cant, f.  e. :  The  owner  of  the  lordship,  manor  and  castle  of  Berry  describes 
himself  and  his  place  of  residence  in  his  formal  deed  of  1369  as  "Henry  de 
la  Pomeray  of  Birye."  Domesday  Book  knows  only  "Beri."  Testa  de 
Xevill  has  only  "Berry."  The  Hundred  Roll  of  1272  likewise  refers  to  the 
place  only  as  "Bery."  and  held  by  "Henr.  de  la  Pom'aye"  as  a  direct  tenant 
of  King  Edward  I.  Sir  William  Pole's  Description  of  the  County  of  Devon, 
1635,  (the  most  reliable  work  of  its  time)  refers  to  it  solely  as  "Biry." 
In  1485  the  lord  of  the  said  manor  and  castle  describes  himself  in  legal 
documents  as  "Sir  Thomas  Pomeray  Kt.  of  Byry-Pomeray."  In  the  next 
century  his  example  may  be  said  to  have  become  more  general.  It  is  the 
general  belief  that  the  addition  of  the  family  name  to  the  place-name  was,  at 
first,  a  personal  matter,  pleasing  to  the  pride  and  fancy  of  the  Pomeroys, 
who.  however,  in  so  doing  only  emulated  certain  other  lords  of  great  note ; 
yet.  but  comparatively  few  of  whom  succeeded  for  long  in  plastering  their 
patronymics  upon  the  topography  of  their  habitats.  One  reason  for  the 
eventual  success  that  the  Pomeroys  had  in  making  their  name  stick  was  the 
fact  that  it  seemed  in  a  way  the  better  to  distinguish,  as  culture  and  popula- 
tion increased,  the  place  of  Berry  near  Totnes  from  the  other  place  in 
Devonshire  of  Berry  in  Erber ;  and,  likewise,  the  manor  of  Stokeleigh,  held 
by  the  Pomeroys,  from  the  manor  of  Stokeleigh,  held  by  the  Englishes 
(anciently  written  Engleis).  Stokeleigh-Pomeroy  and  Stokeleigh-English 
were  not  so  called,  as  a  custom  of  the  people,  until  quite  a  space  of  time  had 
elapsed  after  the  respective  families  had  become  invested  with  the  lord- 
ships of  the  principal  manors  therein.  The  first  reference  to  the  surname 
of  Pomeroy  in  connection  with  the  place-name  of  Stockleigh  occurs  in 
Testa  de  Xevill.  which  names  all  of  the  fifty  tenants  of  the  manor  of  Stock- 
leigh in  1272,  forty-nine  of  whom  then  had  inheritable  surnames.  It  was 
not  until  1327  that  the  following  transaction  occurred  at  Stockleigh: 

"Nicholas  de  Wodegrave  and  John  Gambon by  license  of 

the  King.  Edward  III,  gave  the  said  manor  (Stokkelegh)  to  Henry  Pomeroy 
son  of  Henry  Pomeroy."  etc. — (Chancery  Inquisition  Post  Mortem,  series 
ii,  'V.  30,  m.  14;  dated  1314,) 

The  date  of  this  entry  upon  the  manor  might  have  been  near  the 
end  of  the  reign  of  the  said  King,  1377.     (I  find  that  the  entrv  had  oc- 
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curred  in  1367),  but  in  any  event,  far  too  late  for  it  to  have  been  likely 
for  any  Devonian  to  have  first  assumed  his  hereditary  surname  from  Stock- 
leigh  Pomeroy  —  Stockleigh  or  Pomeroy.  The  family  that  did  derive  its 
surname  from  this  place  was  the  family  of  Stockley  (Stukley,  etc.),  which 
did  so  long*  before  1327. — (Lozver's  Patronymica  Britannica,  p.  331.) 
Testa  de  Nevill,  on  page  191,  names  "Johes  de  Stockelegh"  as  holding 
"Stockelegh  in  socag"  in  1272. 

As  to  Brigtown  Pomeroy,  I  have  neither  been  able  to  find  any  record 
reference  to  it  before  1300  other  than  as  Bridgetown  (variously  spelled) 
nor  since  1660,  as  Brigtown  Pomeroy.  The  first  reference  to  it  in  that 
double  form  is  in  a  grant  soon  after  1300  of  John  le  Crocker  to  Roger  de 
Heymston  of  a  messuage  therein.  But  in  other  deeds,  etc.,  of  the  same 
time,  and  later  on  for  many  years,  the  references  are  chiefly  to  Brigg  and 
Brigton  (variously  spelled).  In  a  formal  charter  dated  1268,  by  "Henry 
de  la  Pomeray,  son  of  Henry  de  la  Pomeray  and  Margery  de  Vernun," 
the  first  Henry  says :  "I  have  given  and  granted  to  my  burgesses  of  Brigg" 
(Bridgetown)  ;  and  he  also  specifies  in  the  same  document,  "my  court  of 
Brigg."  "the  borough  of  Brigg;"  and  also  in  the  same  document  he  refers 
to  Berry  solely  as  "the  manor  of  Bery,"  "my  land  of  Berry,"  "the  Bailiff 
of  Bery,"  and  "the  Vicar  of  Bery."  Out  of  many  deeds,  etc.,  of  the  early 
fourteenth  century  relating  to  Bery  and  the  Pomeroys  and  others,  all  of 
which  I  have  taken  pains  to  find  and  examine,  in  only  one  do  I  find  Berry 
Pomeroy  referred  to  other  than  as  "Bery." 

The  only  family  that  could  have  derived  its  surname  from  the  place 
called  Berry  Pomeroy  —  I  write  this  deliberately  and  it  is  indisputable  —  was 
the  family  of  Berry  (Bery,  Bury), — (Lozver's  Patronymica  Britannica,  p. 
26),  —  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  Bery  in  Erber  (now  called  Berrynarber). 
Ralph  de  Bery  resided  at  Bery  in  Erber  in  1216,  and  has  had  many  descen- 
dants in  Devonia,  one  of  whom  was  "Nicholas  de  Berrynarber." — (Inq,  p. 
m.,  6-7  Eliz.,  No.  5.J 

Pole,  in  1635,  states  on  page  18  that  "the  honor  of  Byry  consisted  of  60 
and  1-2  knights'  fees  of  land  temp.  Henry  H  (1154)  of  which  Henry  de  la 

Pomeray is  charged  with  32  fees ;"  and  Pole  names  sixteen  other 

occupiers  of  land  in  Berry  who  also  then  held  of  the  King  in  capite  the  re- 
maining 27  and  1-2  knight's  fees  of  land,  each  man  of  whom  then  (1154) 
had  a  surname,  A  knight's  fee  was  then  a  number  of  acres  sufficient  to  pro- 
duce an  annual  income  of  i20. 

Facing  page  47  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Reg- 
ister for  January,  1914,  is  a  facsimile  of  a  manuscript,  written  at  least  two 
hundred  and  fifty  years  ago,  and  bearing  across  the  top  the  title :  "Pomery 
of  Bery  in  Devenshere."  This  title  alone  should  have  been  sufficient  hint 
to  the  Register  of  the  utter  nonsense  and  worthlessness  of  its  opinion  that 
one  of  the  "common  people"  or  "serfs"  did,  would  or  could  take  for  his 
own  the  ennobled  surname  of  Pomeroy  from  that  place  of  Berry  after  1300, 
or  at  any  time. 

The  family  name  of  Pomeroy,  when  used  with  the  place-name  of  Berry, 
is  so  used  no  more  as  a  proper  noun  than  as  an  adjective.    It  has  never  meant 
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or  been  intended  to  mean  anything  more  than  is  meant  by  the  possessive 
terms,  the  Pomeroys'  Berry,  the  Pomeroys'  Stockleigh,  or  the  Pomeroys' 
Brigtown. 

There  is  another  and  ahnost  equally  prohibitive  reason  forbidding  the 
New  England  Register's  assumption  that  its  alleged  obscure  man  born  or 
residing  at  the  place  called  (some  time  after  1327)  Berry- Pomeroy,  re- 
moved therefrom,  being  known  only  by  a  christian  name,  and  then  assumed 
the  surname  of  Pomeroy  because  he  had  gone  from  Berry  or  Berry-Pomeroy, 
I.  c,  the  feudal|caste-system  of  England,  whereby  such  a  man  had  almost 
no  such  rights  and  practically  no  political  existence.  The  records  and  au- 
thorities for  this  reason  are  too  lengthy  for  present  specification.  It  is 
true  that  some  landless,  surnameless  men  did,  in  a  comparatively  few  in- 
stances, become  surnamed  in  a  new  place,  after  some  other  place  from 
which  they  had  removed,  but  that  refers  solely  to  an  English  place-name, 
pure  and  simple,  and  not  to  a  lordly  family  name  like  Pomeroy,  attached 
years  afterwards  to  such  a  place-name.  Will  the  New  England  Register 
please  produce  one  single  item  of  actual  record -evidence  of  the  time  to 
which  it  refers  in  support  of  its  assertion  re.  the  Pomeroys. 

That  other  notion,  advanced  elsewhere,  by  some  person,  that  some  earlv 
serf  or  villein  of  a  Pomeroy  lord  took  the  surname  of  his  master,  as  did 
colored  men  in  the  United  States  before  and  after  the  Civil  War,  is  too 
amusing  for  consideration,  for  in  early  feudal  England  surnames  were 
practically  an  index  of  social  position. 

To  conclude,  all  authorities  worth  quoting,  and  the  only  obtainable 
evidence  upon  the  one  and  only  origin  of  the  only  known  family  of  the 
name  of  Pomeroy,  have  long  since  established  the  fact  that  this  surname 
originated  in  the  parish  of  St.  Sauveur,  Normandy,  wherein  "once  upon  a 
time,"  existed  an  apple  orchard,  with  which  a  certain  man  was  so  identi- 
fied (probably  as  its  owner),  at  the  right  particular  time,  that  he  became 
surnamed  de  la  Pommeraye,  meaning  at  or  of  the  apple  orchard.  Not  very 
long  afterwards  Ralph  de  la  Pommeraye  left  St.  Sauveur  to  become  a 
powerful  baron  in  England,  and  so  became  the  only  known  original  progen- 
itor in  England  of  the  great  family  of  the  Pomeroys.  The  name  St.  Sauveur 
de  la  Pommeraye,  still  remains,  but  the  orchard  and  the  Pomeroys  both 
disappeared  therefrom  centuries  ago.  The  name  Pomeroy  has  been  per- 
petuated in  France  from  some  of  the  early  Pomeroys  of  Devonshire  who 
removed  into  France. 

"There  is  scarcely  a  baronial  family  in  England  whose  early  pedigree 
has  been  so  clearly  and  satisfactorily  worked  out  step  by  step  as  that  of 
the  Pomerovs  in  Devonshire." — (The  Genealogist  of  Loudon;  n.  s.  v.   i 
p.  167.) 

If  the  New  England  Register,  fallen  from  its  pedestal  of  Infallibility, 
should  undertake  to  assume  that  some  other  man,  "not  of  the  Pomeroy 
blood  at  all,"  (as  it  expresses  it  on  its  page  56  in  January,  1914),  did  after 
Ralph's  departure  become  as  another  Adam  in  that  same  apple  orchard  and 
likewise  sent  another  de  la  Pommeraye  to  found  another  family  of  that 
name  in  Devonshire  or  Dorset,  it  will  be  required  specifically  to  produce 
not  only  such  an  Adam,  but,  as  well,  the  "Eve,"  (to  say  nothing  of  the  other 


accessories)  to  mother  any  such  emigrant  human  apple  —  or  else  to  quit 
pushing  its  funny  little  apple-cart  around  the  Pomeroy  family  tree  and 
calling  the  fruit  thereof  sour. 

On  page  55  of  the  January,  1914,  number  of  the  New  England  Histori- 
cal and  Genealogical  Register  it  is  stated: 

"The  descent  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy  from  the  armorial  family  of  Pomeroy 
of  Berry  Pomeroy  is  ...  .  entirely  conjectural,  and  according  to  heraldic 
usage  the  descendants  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy  have  no  right  to  bear  the  Pome- 
roy arms  until  the  descent  from  the  armorial  family  has  been  established." 

It  is  evident  from  this  statement  that  the  New  England  Register  does 
not  happen  to  know  that  Eltweed  Pomeroy  was  a  descendant  of  the 
said  family  that  became  established  at  Berry  in  Devonshire  about  the  year 
1066;  and  also,  that  its  presumption  is  that  no  one  else  knows  it.  While  I 
am  not  personally  at  liberty  to  disclose,  without  your  permission,  for  the 
information  of  the  Register  any  actual  record  evidence  I  may  have  that 
Eltweed  Pomeroy  zvas  a  descendant  of  that  family,  the  New  England 
Register's  assertion  as  to  the  Pomeroy  heraldry  can  be  disposed  of  by 
other  means,  which  an  efficient  genealogist  could  scarcely  fail  to  be  aware 
of  before  pronouncing  such  a  "snap  judgment"  as  is  that  of  the  Register 
on  this  heraldic  matter.  Although  "heraldic  usage"  is  modernly  a  very 
indefinite  term,  and  although  the  Register's  assertion||  as  to  coats-of-arms 
is  strictly  true  regarding  the  majority  of  families  (it  not  being  recognized 
as  an  authority  on  the  subject,  however),  there  are  notable  exceptions. 
The  Pomeroy  family  is  one  of  the  exceptions. 

Does  the  New  England  Register  know  that  upon  the  original  manu- 
script of  the  Visitation  of  Devonshire,  in  1620,  is  a  sketch  of  the  seal  of 
John  de  la  Pomerey,  (used  by  him  on  14  May,  1377),  accompanied  by  a 
copy  or  abstract  of  the  document  to  which  the  original  seal  was  attached, 
and  also  by  these  words:  "Sealed  with  ye  auntient  X'at  of  Pomeray  with 
helm  and  crest  &  2  supports  being  2  shovelers"?  A  printed  copy  of  this 
Visitation  is  in  the  library  of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical 
Society. 

Does  the  New  England  Register  know  that  there  is  in  the  possession 
of  the  Bampfield  family  of  Devonshire  an  original  grant,  dated  1367,  bear- 
ing the  name  and  seal  of  arms  (a  lion  rampant)  of  Henry  de  la  Pomeray? 

Does  the  New  England  Register  know  that  in  the  Ashmolean  and  Sur- 
rey Heraldic  Rolls  of  circa  1327  is  the  record  of  the  coat-of-arms,  "or,  a 
lion  rampant  gules,  bordure  engrailed  sable,"  having  been  then  borne  by 
both  Sir  Henry  de  la  Pomeraye  and  John  de  la  Pomeraye  and  the  Pomeraye 
family  ? 

Does  the  New  England  Regfister  know  that  the  original  grant  is  still 
extant,  dated  circa  1272,  of  "Henry,  son  of  Henry  de  la  Pomereye  and 
Isabella  de  Bathonia,  to  Richard  Gale,  of  land  between  the  way  from  Brigge- 
ton  to  Peynton,  on  the  south,  and  on  the  way  from  Westeton  to  Bery  on  the 
north,"  and  bearing  the  seal  of  the  Pomeroy  coat-of-arms? 

Does  the  New  England  Register  know  that  an  original  grant  by  Jordan 
de  la  Pomeraye,  a  son  of  John  de  la  Pomeraye,  with  their  family  seal  at- 
tached, and  dated  between  the  1st  and  9th  year  of  Edward  I  (1272-1280) 
is  still  extant  in  England? 
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Does  the  New  England  Register  know  that  an  original  bond  by  Henry 
de  la  Pomerye,  dated  17  June  42  Henry  HI  (1258),  with  his  seal  attached 
thereto  is  also  still  extant  ip  England? 

AuriwJgBtiiitjwtM  t»»^rae»i[yoes  the  New  England  Register  know  that  the 
original  lease  by  "Henry  de  Pomeray"  (brother  of  Geoffrey)  "son  of  Henry 
de  Pomeray  and  Alice  de  Ver."  to  R.  Beaupeil,  etc.,  bearing  the  Ponjeroj 
seal,  and  dated  1214,  is  also  still  to  be  seen  in  England? ^.^..^wmw" ■"•-'*''''*^ 

In  the  presence  of  such  facts  as  these  the  New^ngland  Register's 
notion  about  the  Pomeroy  coat-of-arms  is  as  another  Zeppelin  lost  in  the 
deep  sea.  iiL''  IJ  -f .,.'%,.  i? A 

This  latter  date, -1:2^,  is  almost  a  century  after  heraldic  devices  became 
adopted  by  some  of  the  leading  families  in  England. — (Geoffrey  Mandeville. 
By  J.  H.  'Round;  app  A.  pp.  S^^SQ^-) 

It  is  claimed  that  the  lion  in  heraldry  ante-dates  the  heraldic  devices 
brought  into  vogue  by  the  Crusades,  and  that  it  was  introduced  into  England 
from  Normandy. — (Some  Feudal  Coats-of-Arms.     J.  Foster.) 

The  Pomeroy  heraldry  is  almost  as  old  in  England  as  the  Pomeroy  sur- 
name. Both  are  well  nigh  inseparable.  The  heraldry  seems  to  apply  very 
broadly  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Pomeroys  of  the  west  of  England. 
Granting,  if  for  nothing  more  than  the  mere  purpose  of  argument,  that 
there  may  be  some  link  in  the  long  chain  of  your  Pomeroy  ancestry  open 
to  question,  even  so,  I  do  not  see,  Colonel  Pomeroy,  how  the  Pomeroy  family 
in  America  could  very  well  divest  itself  of  the  Pomeroy  coat-of-arms  much 
easier  than  it  could  of  the  surname  of  Pomeroy,  regardless  of  to  what 
extent  the  various  branches  of  the  English  Pomeroys  utilized  their  right 
to  arms.  The  unassailable  strength  of  the  heraldic  position  of  the  Pomeroys 
in  England  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  heraldic  evidences,  was  clearly 
stated,  over  my  signature  under  date  of  August  25,  1911,  on  page  108  of  the 
History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,  and  of  the  statements  of 
fact  thereon  made,  any  one  of  the  following  three  should  have  been  a  suf- 
ficient caution  for  a  hasty  critic:  "(1)  No  question  can  arise  as  to  the 
Pomeroys  having  had  their  well-known  coat-of-arms  long  before  the  Sir 
Edward  Pomeroy  of  1432.  (2)  The  arms  go  back  so  far  as  to  get  behind 
practically  all  of  the  several  known  branches  of  the  family.  (3)  I  doubt 
that  any  family  in  England  bore  arms  before  the  Pomeroys  did.  i(  The  New 
England  Register,  in  singing  its  favorite  "Demolition  Duet,"  has,  charmed 
with  the  sound  of  its  own  voice,  sadly  strayed  from  the  key  of  Fact  and 
produced  Discord. 

On  page  262  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register 
of  July,  1913.  it  is  stated: 

"It  has  been  claimed  by  descendants  that  he  (Eltweed  Pomeroy)  was 
closely  related  to  a  famous  armorial  family  of  the  name  in  Devon,  but  the 
fact  that  his  mother  (for  there  was  but  one  family  of  the  name  in  Beamin- 
ster),  and  his  brother  Henry  were  both  parish  charges,  and  that  the  latter 
was  buried  at  the  expense  of  the  church,  seems  to  make  this  claim  baseless." 

With  all  due  respect  for  the  original  author  of  that  statement,  and 
her  faithfulness  and  energy  in  behalf  of  her  employers  should  not  be  ques- 
tioned, I  must  observe  that  while  a  fact  of  ephemeral  penury  may  seem  to 
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;yond  the  possible  right  to  a  renewal  of  a  lease.  Evidence  is  wanting  that 
2  ever  availed  himself  of  that  ordinary  patrimony.  The  financial  condition 
f  both  himself,  father  and  grandfather  was  not  much  better,  if  any,  than 
lat  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  born  a  few  years  after  the  death  of  said  Henry, 
he  latter  succeeded  in  mending  his  worldly  fortune,  and  in  surpassing 
lat  of  his  father  and  grandfather,  by  marrying  the  only  remaining  daughter 
id  chief  heir  of  a  wealthy  tradesman.  Eltweed  Pomeroy  depended  upon 
is  own  direct  efforts,  and,  after  emigrating,  succeeded. 

On  page  55  of  the  New  England  Register  for  January,  1914,  it  is 
:ated  that  "the  region  around  Beaminster  teems  with  yeoman  families 
amed  Pomeroy." 

This  statement  must  refer  to  a  region  outside  of  the  county  of  Dorset, 
1  which  Beaminster  is  located,  for  within  a  circumference  of  sixty  miles, 
'ith  Beaminster  as  its  center,  the  surname  of  Pomeroy  is  very  scarce  in  the 
2Cords.  Therefore,  the  "region"  meant  by  the  New  England  Register 
lust  include  that  around  Honiton  in  the  adjoining  county  of  Devonshire. 
'he  Pomeroys  of  -QMHHHiiHS^  having  been  very  much  reduced  in  circum- 
:ances,  circa  1630,  so  the  Register  avers,  and  consequently  not  descended 
•om  affluent  or  armorial  Pomeroys.  what  can  one  think  of  such  a  suggestion 
lat  Richard  Pomeroy  of  Beaminster  "may  possibly  have  been  identical  with" 
tie  of  the  said  yeoman  Pomeroys,  when  one  is  confronted  with  the  equally 
jrbidding  fact  that  one  of  these  very  Pomeroys  around  Honiton  of  the 


The   .^  :.;tor's   "snnp   jTid^ment"  thr-t   the  Pomeroys  named   Ca^ 
above)   were  "prrish  chnrpos"  "booaiiSG,    di^rjnf:  a  vriTt  of  one   siiir'* 
mer  In  tho  nany  years  of  tholr  "Ivgs,   a  few  shillings  of  the 
churcJh  fund  wero   given  to  n  widow  and  a   eiok  mnn   (for  ephemorn  I 
roReons  which  the   Hep-ioter  does  not  have  the   .lust ice  to  explal:^) 
is  cerlrinly  rn  unvirrymtod    '  'r^^tion.      Purthormoro,    the 

Ref'it-ter's  bald   *     "Ttion  tL.      iicury  Pomeroy  "wrt  buried  at   th( 
5^  ^/^>  c«,e  of  the  c-...xjh"   is  a  palpable  piece  of  impuleivoness 
pi... .,  ocT    dov.-n  on  a  printed   page  heedless  of  the   fnct   that   there 
is  no   evidenoo  v.hatover  that   tho  three  prime  essentic.l  axpense^C^ 
of  a  burial,    i.o.    (l)   payment    for  the  biirial  plot,    (2)    payment 
for  tho   dif^in.p;  of  the  grsve,    (3)   pnymont    for  the   funeral,    were 
"at  the   ojrpensc   of  the  ohurch'\      Tho  account  books  of  the  churGhS* 
of  ^r,   which   I  liave   studied,    record  the  particular 

gran'oc,   j^^-iitc  an'  ^ndituros,    no  mattor  how  small,   made  by   th'^ 

church  on  hohrlf  ox    ui:o   nnrish.      Parishionors,   or  the   church  d}7 
their  behalf,    often   presento-    '^   burial   shroud    for  some  one   of 
their  friend p  ^md   neirhbors.      *.-ey   did   so  express  their  intoreij'i^ 
in  Henry   .  oraeroy.      But  no  one  but  an  oti  empted  def?^^mer  of  the 
character  of  the  alleged  family  of  an  esteemed   founder  of  Hev/ 
England  v^ould   ever  stoop  to  brand,   upon  so  slight  a  found«^tion, 
that   fer-ily  as  n    family  of   oaux>ers.       In   this  connection,    the 
Nev?   r.  oric^l  and  Genealo  1^  must  prove  t^iaT' 

the   said  .  •   xomeroy  was  not  buriea    lu   li.e   conscorrted  ground 

of  the   churc    *,^'  ^d ,   but    in   the   "potter's  field'',    or  else   it   miist 
oorre  1'P.o>.  to    l..o   basir    ^f  common   decency  rhich   it  never  should 
h^v^   forsaken. 

to  arms.  The  unassailable  strength  of  the  heraldic  position  of  the  Pomeroj 
in  England  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  heraldic  evidences,  was  clear' 
stated,  over  my  signature  under  date  of  August  25,  1911,  on  page  108  of  tl 
History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,  and  of  the  statements  ( 
fact  thereon  made,  any  one  of  the  following  three  should  have  been  a  su 
ficient  caution  for  a  hasty  critic:  **(!)  No  question  can  arise  as  to  tl 
Pomeroys  having  had  their  well-known  coat-of-arms  long  before  the  S 
Edward  Pomeroy  of  1432.  (2)  The  arms  go  back  so  far  as  to  get  behir 
practically  all  of  the  several  known  branches  of  the  family.  (3)  I  dou 
that  any  family  in  England  bore  arms  before  the  Pomeroys  did.  1 1  The  Ne 
England  Register,  in  singing  its  favorite  "Demolition  Duet,"  has,  charm( 
with  the  sound  of  its  own  voice,  sadly  strayed  from  the  key  of  Fact  ar 
produced  Discord. 

On  page  262  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Regist 
of  July,  1913,  it  is  stated: 

"It  has  been  claimed  by  descendants  that  he  (Eltweed  Pomeroy)  w 
closely  related  to  a  famous  armorial  family  of  the  name  in  Devon,  but  tl 
fact  that  his  mother  (for  there  was  but  one  family  of  the  name  in  Beami 
ster),  and  his  brother  Henry  were  both  parish  charges,  and  that  the  latt 
was  buried  at  the  expense  of  the  church,  seems  to  make  this  claim  baseless 

With  all  due  respect  for  the  original  author  of  that  statement,  ai 
her  faithfulness  and  energy  in  behalf  of  her  employers  should  not  be  que 
tioned,  I  must  observe  that  while  a  fact  of  ephemeral  penury  may  seem 


And   Ir-st  hut  not   lo^^st.    does  the  misguided  Ke>-   En-lnnr. 
^e^aster  know  that  attached   to  the   oriFinal     rf-iii    «i^?«   I   ^*     . 
.r  Henry  de   la  Po.orai   (.ho  w.s  livln^'^crrc;  llll^.TlT of''^ 

is  the   Said 
inherited)   bear- 

nround   the  edge   of  this   seal   there"sti?r"^ 
uN>rol.en,   of  the  original  words,    the   letters:    ^Si^i" 
^L^"   -f?^^^^^"t     And  that   this  Henry  do   le    PorniFTT  is  the   onl^ 
^r>i  Of  his  p:oneration   in  the  i-^omeroy  fomilv      -  ~     -    ^^  ^^®  ^"■'■'^ 
{n  !)wn  to  have   left  male    JSBiie?  -   r^nd  thrt 
|R  ns  ?)pplies,    in  f^ill  accordance  with 
3^  English  heraldic   1?  r,    to 
:R<?)r;   tha'    dny    in   tl 
xvon,   Dirso't   or  America? 


remain 
/Henri c7"i 


the 


i'omer??!  is  the 
of  Englan«i  ■p'ho  ia 
^^s  such,  his  cor?t-of- 
stricteet  interprotrt j  o: 


/c-iry' 


3f  i'nrheck, 
«  ';er.*Ttion  by 


«  to;!."''   ®y®^  ■^'^^'"  Pomeroy  who  has   lived, 
e  liith  oentury  to   the   ^reseat  da 

And    that   the   lander 
step-mother,   Rohesia  de  la 
County  of 


,y  t    in  either 
i»wned   by  the   said 
^^  omerai-Hu-scll,    in  the   isle 

^«««^   ^      -L       ;.  Dorset,   are  today  occupied   by  both  her  ami 

descendants  who  possess  their  unbroken   record   of  such  dLcents 


freneration? 

ii>iy    in    Ignoring    some    lactS   inai    v>_i^    givcm^    vj^^..*^    ^ 

1  page  2^62  of  the  Register  of  July,  1913. 

'    "Tlioma's  Pomeroy,  (son  of  Sir  Henry  Pomeroy,  Knight,  Lord  of  the       ^,'       /,' 
[anor  and  Castle  of  Berry  Pomeroy,  and  from  jsifoefn  Eltweed  Pomeroy  "''-'  ''^•■*<^v^ 
believed  to  have  descended),  died  in  1493  as  a  farmer,  possessed  of  not    V'rt^vsd^'i^/ 
1  acre  of  land  of  his  own,  (as  hereinbefore  proven).     He  was  a  "gentle-  ly  J^ 

an"  (in  the  English  sense  of  the  word),  but  he  resided  upon  an  ordinary 
irm  which  he  had  leased.  His  son  Richard  inherited  but  little  save  a 
Dod  name,  and  depended  upon  making  a  "good  marriage."  Richard's 
)n  and  heir,  Henry  Pomeroy,  (as  will  be  proven  presently)  inherited  little 
jyond  the  possible  right  to  a  renewal  of  a  lease.  Evidence  is  wanting  that 
s  ever  availed  himself  of  that  ordinary  patrimony.  The  financial  condition 
f  both  himself,  father  and  grandfather  was  not  much  better,  if  any,  than 
lat  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  born  a  few  years  after  the  death  of  said  Henry, 
he  latter  succeeded  in  mending  his  worldly  fortune,  and  in  surpassing 
lat  of  his  father  and  grandfather,  by  marrying  the  only  remaining  daughter 
id  chief  heir  of  a  wealthy  tradesman.  Eltweed  Pomeroy  depended  upon 
is  own  direct  efforts,  and,  after  emigrating,  succeeded. 

On  page  55  of  the  New  England  Register  for  January,  1914,  it  is 
:ated  that  "the  region  around  Beaminster  teems  with  yeoman  families 
amed  Pomeroy." 

This  statement  must  refer  to  a  region  outside  of  the  county  of  Dorset, 
1  which  Beaminster  is  located,  for  within  a  circumference  of  sixty  miles, 
^ith  Beaminster  as  its  center,  the  surname  of  Pomeroy  is  very  scarce  in  the 
scords.  Therefore,  the  "region"  meant  by  the  New  England  Register 
lust  include  that  around  Honiton  in  the  adjoining  county  of  Devonshire. 
'he  Pomeroys  of  -DaaBittateg  having  been  very  much  reduced  in  circum- 
tances,  circa  1630,  so  the  Register  avers,  and  consequently  not  descended 
rom  affluent  or  armorial  Pomeroys,  what  can  one  think  of  such  a  suggestion 
lat  Richard  Pomeroy  of  Beaminster  "may  possibly  have  been  identical  with" 
ne  of  the  said  yeoman  Pomeroys,  when  one  is  confronted  with  the  equally 
orbidding  fact  that  one  of  these  very  Pomeroys  around  Honiton  of  the 


1 

Irand,   upon  so   ciieht  a   found'  I 
r  juT)orG.      In  this  connoction,    tl 

t  --^-T— •--!  Begih-.tor  roust  prove 

(  ..    .    .>      in   the   consooroted   p:i 

t  'potter' n  field",    or  else   i 

}  ^lon  f^ecenoy  r-hich   it   never  she 

e 

to  arms.  The  unassailable  strength  of  the  heraldic  position  of  the  Pomerc 
in  England  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  heraldic  evidences,  was  clea' 
stated,  over  my  signature  under  date  of  August  25,  1911.  on  page  108  of  t 
History  and  Genealog>'  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,  and  of  the  statements 
fact  thereon  made,  any  one  of  the  following  three  should  have  been  a  si 
ficient  caution  for  a  hasty  critic:  **(1)  No  question  can  arise  as  to  1 
Pomeroys  having  had  their  well-known  coat-of-arms  long  before  the  ' 
Edward  Pomeroy  of  1432.  (2)  The  arms  go  back  so  far  as  to  get  behi 
practically  all  of  the  several  known  branches  of  the  family.  (3)  I  dot 
that  any  family  in  England  bore  arms  before  the  Pomeroys  did.  ii  The  Ni 
England  Register,  in  singing  its  favorite  "Demolition  Duet,"  has.  charrr 
with  the  sound  of  its  own  voice,  sadly  strayed  from  the  key  of  Fact  a 
produced  Discord. 

On  page  262  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Regis 
of  July,  1913,  it  is  stated: 

"It  has  been  claimed  by  descendants  that  he  (Eltweed  Pomeroy)  v 
closely  related  to  a  famous  armorial  family  of  the  name  in  Devon,  but  1 
fact  that  his  mother  (for  there  was  but  one  family  of  the  name  in  Beam 
ster),  and  his  brother  Henry  were  both  parish  charges,  and  that  the  lat 
was  buried  at  the  expense  of  the  church,  seems  to  make  this  claim  baseles 

With  all  due  respect  for  the  original  author  of  that  statement,  a 
her  faithfulness  and  energy  in  behalf  of  her  employers  should  not  be  qu 
tioned,  I  must  observe  that  while  a  fact  of  ephemeral  penury  may  seem 


plm^ 


render  baseless  a  claim  of  descent,  in  reality  it  does  not.  The  "Henry"  and 
the  woman  mentioned  in  the  above  quotation  and  other  Pomeroys  at  Beamin- 
ster  in  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries,  were  doubtless  related  to 
Eltweed  Pomeroy,  but  the  degree  of  that  relationship  awaits  determination 
by  record  proof,  until  when  the  exact  relationship  is  more  or  less  subject 
to  the  personal  preferences  of  a  modern  individual. 

Without  indulging  in  romancing  as  to  the  dreams  that  Eltweed  Pomeroy 
certainly  had  of  restoring  in  New  England  the  fortunes  of  his  immediate 
family,  or  as  to  what  sacrifices  his  people  bore  when  he  left  Beaminster, 
or  as  to  his  expectations  of  having  them  follow  him  thither  across  the  sea, 
when  leaving  Old  England  because  of  the  unhappy  spiritual  and  material  con- 
ditions there  that  had  become  intolerable  also  to  so  many  thousands  of  other 
men  of  spirit,  like  himself, —  and  without  resting  an  argument  upon  the  tru- 
ism that  "It  is  an  ancient  received  saying,  'There  is  noe  povertie  but  is  de- 
scended of  nobilitie,  nor  noe  nobilitie  but  is  descended  of  beggarie,'  "  one 
may  quite  pertinently  require  the  critic  of  other  people's  aflfairs  to  be  less 
hasty  in  ignoring  some  facts  that  very  greatly  qualify  the  said  assertion 
on  page  262  of  the  Register  of  July,  1913. 

Thomas  Pomeroy,  (son  of  Sir  Henry  Pomeroy,  Knight,  Lord  of  the      J^ 
Manor  and  Castle  of  Berry  Pomeroy,  and  from  M4»e«i  Eltweed  Pomeroy  "^"^^ 
is  believed  to  have  descended),  died  in  1493  as  a  farmer,  possessed  of  not    C^^ 
an  acre  of  land  of  his  own,  (as  hereinbefore  proven).     He  was  a  "gentle-  ^ 
man"  (in  the  English  sense  of  the  word),  but  he  resided  upon  an  ordinary 
farm  which  he  had  leased.     His  son  Richard  inherited  but  little  save  a 
good   name,  and   depended  upon   making  a  "good   marriage."     Richard's 
son  and  heir,  Henry  Pomeroy,  (as  will  be  proven  presently)  inherited  little 
beyond  the  possible  right  to  a  renewal  of  a  lease.     Evidence  is  wanting  that 
he  ever  availed  himself  of  that  ordinary  patrimony.    The  financial  condition 
of  both  himself,  father  and  grandfather  was  not  much  better,  if  any,  than 
that  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  born  a  few  years  after  the  death  of  said  Henry. 
The  latter  succeeded  in  mending  his  worldly   fortune,  and  in  surpassing 
that  of  his  father  and  grandfather,  by  marrying  the  only  remaining  daughter 
and  chief  heir  of  a  wealthy  tradesman.     Eltweed  Pomeroy  depended  upon 
his  own  direct  efiforts,  and,  after  emigrating,  succeeded. 

On  page  55  of  the  New  England  Register  for  January,  1914,  it  is 
stated  that  "the  region  around  Beaminster  teems  with  yeoman  families 
named  Pomeroy." 

This  statement  must  refer  to  a  region  outside  of  the  county  of  Dorset, 
in  which  Beaminster  is  located,  for  within  a  circumference  of  sixty  miles, 
with  Beaminster  as  its  center,  the  surname  of  Pomeroy  is  very  scarce  in  the 
records.  Therefore,  the  "region"  meant  by  the  New  England  Register 
must  include  that  around  Honiton  in  the  adjoining  county  of  Devonshire. 
The  Pomeroys  of  ^QmmHUtt^  having  been  very  much  reduced  in  circum- 
stances, circa  1630,  so  the  Register  avers,  and  consequently  not  descended 
from  affluent  or  armorial  Pomeroys.  what  can  one  think  of  such  a  suggestion 
that  Richard  Pomeroy  of  Beaminster  "may  possibly  have  been  identical  with" 
one  of  the  said  yeoman  Pomeroys,  when  one  is  confronted  with  the  equally 
forbidding  fact  that  one  of  these  very  Pomeroys  around  Honiton  of  the 


26  ^upfiUm^ntal  to  tl|F 

said  region  at  the  time  mentioned  figures  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  Lon- 
don, as  a  tanner,  son  of  a  tanner,  and  became  of  record  therein  as  being 
■'a  very  rich  man."  and  that  his  father  had  died,  aged  eighty,  leaving 
an  inheritable  estate  larger  than  had  been  left  by  Thomas,  the  son  of  Sir 
Edward  Pomeroy,  Knight,  lord  of  the  manor  and  castle  of  BerryPomeroy? » 

1  liave  dealt  with  the  Xew  England  Register's  notion  of  financial  in- 
compatibility being  a  bar  to  a  certain  descent  without  at  this  moment  specify- 
ing the  actual  line  of  descent  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  further  evidence  where- 
upon will  in  time  more  fully  appear.  Thus,  the  unsoundness  of  the  Register's 
assertion  that  the  "chill  penury"  that  "repressed  their  noble  rage"  was  a 
bar  to  the  said  Pomeroys  of  Beaminster  having  descended  from  more  for- 
tunate Pomeroys  of  a  more  fortunate  time  is  demonstrated  without  even  the 
necessity  of  a  recourse  to  the  primary  evidence  of  the  actual  pedigree  itself. 
Aside  from  that,  is  not  such  an  unnecessary  aspersion  and  claim  most  unfor- 
tunate in  the  pages  of  an  American  magazine,,  published,  ostensibly,  for  the 
purpose  of  honoring  and  perpetuating  the  memory  of  the  Pilgrim  and  Puri- 
tan Fathers  of  New  England?  I  can  not  refrain  from  recalling  at  this 
moment.  Col.  Pomeroy,  the  remark  made  to  me  by  the  Vicar  of  Beaminster, 
when  I  last  saw  him.  He  told  me  of  the  generous  sum  of  money  which  you 
had  given  to  him  for  his  church,  in  behalf  of  the  Pomeroys  of  America, 
and  in  recognition  of  the  ancient  fact  that  the  church  of  Beaminster  had 
materially  ministered  to  (apparently)  two  widows  Pomeroy,  and  to  the 
only  adult  male  Pomeroy  remaining  thereat  in  his  time  of  sickness  and 
death. 

In  view  of  the  various  and  specific  proofs,  hereinbefore  set  forth,  of 
the  unreliability  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register, 
(the  sole  responsibility  for  which  rests  squarely  upon  the  publishers)  one 
cannot  escape  realizing  the  necessity  for  receiving,  with  very  great  caution, 
the  pronouncements  made  upon  the  "History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy 
Family"  by  the  said  magazine,  its  publishers  and  proprietors.  For  myself, 
I  accept  nothing  published  thereon,  prior  to  making  my  own  personal  ex- 
amination of  the  records  of  Devon  and  Dorset,  which,  in  their  entirety,  have 
not  yet  been  thoroughly,  perhaps,  examined  for  Pomeroy  evidence. 

I  have  found  two  documents  that  answer,  in  a  measure,  your  questions 
as  to  the  birth  date  of  Agnes  Huckmore  and,  perhaps,  whom  and  when 
she  first  married.  Neither  of  these  documents  having  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  this  matter,  heretofore,  one  of  the  two  may  be  now  presented 
translated,  substantially  in  full,  from  the  Latin  original: 

(Public   Record   Office.  Londnn.) 

Escheator's  Inquisition  Post  Mortem.     Series  2,  File  183,  No.  3. 

County  of  Devon.     (1543). 

Inquisition  indentate  taken  at  Totton  (Totnes)  in  the  county-aforesaid  on  the  8th 
day  of  September,  34  Henry  VIII,  before  John  Pasmere,  esquire,  escheator  of  the 
lord  the  King  in  the  county  aforesaid,  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of  the  same  lord  the  King, 
"de  diem  clausit  extremum,"  after  the  death  of  William  Hukemore  of  Great  Totton, 
in  the  county  aforesaid,  gentlemen,  to  the  same  escheator  directed  and  attached  to 
this  inquisition  by  the  oath,*  etc..  Who  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  William 


•Note— Here  in  this  inquisition,  returned  into  the  Chancery  court,  would  follow  the  names 
of  the  jurors.  They  do  not  appear  in  the  copies  such  as  this,  made  for  the  use  of  the  exchequer. 
The  jurors  were:  John  Carswell,  armijger;  William  Scrode,  armiiger;  John  Hengscott,  armifger; 
John    Tryshe,   Walter    Corby,    Hugh    Fountayne,    John    Luscomb    of    Luscomb.  ' 


And  whrt  may  we  not   say  in  rippreoiation  of  the  pocition 
i^ild   by  Eltweod   Pomeroy   in  Beaminster  about  the  time  of  his 

^  svinfT  there   for  America,   as  revealed    in  an  address  vrhich  he  an< 
if  fty-nine  other  p^^riehioners  made,    on  behalf  of  the  parish,    to 
'^,0  dean  of  Barum  in  fornial  coirmiendation  of  Antniy  Harford,    thei: 

u.rrte,  when  v;e  observe  that  Eltweed  Pomeroy' s  name  (written  wit! 
)i  s  OT^-n  hand  1630-32)  is  still  to  be  seen  heading  the  list  of 
y€orien,  an  i  preceded  only  bj-  the  names  of  the  three  constables  a: 
>f  oward  of  the  manor  rnd  that  of  Uugh  Strode  s  v;enlthy  gentlemrn 
of  i^.oaniinGterr  The  Begistor  will  find  tliat  evidence  ri  '  '  in  th( 
Library  of  tho  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society-. 


^  ...  v..^  .^aiin-  c<->um_\ ,  now   111  uie  renurc  ot    Walter  Beare,  as  appears  by 

denture  shown  among  the  evidences  to  the  jurors  aforesaid  on  the  taking  of  this 
sition,  and  of  9  messuages,  3  gardens  and  4  acres  of  land  with  the  appurtenances 
•eat  Totton,  in  the  County  aforesaid,  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee.  And  so  being 
1  of  all  the  aforesaid  messuages,  lands,  tenements  and  other  the  premises  with 
appurtenances  in  Tavy stock,  Milton  Abbot,  Plyinpton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid, 
nsideration  of  a  marriage  to  be  had,  celebrated  and  solemnized  between  Henry 
;rey,  son  and  heir  apparent  of  Richard  Pomerey  of  Bowdon,  esquire,  and  Agnes, 
iter  of  the  said  William  Hokemore,  he  enfeoffed  Gervase  Boyse  and  John  Fosse, 
tve  to  them,  their  heirs  and  assigns  forever,  upon  condition  that  the  aforesaid 
ise  and  John  should  immediately  re-grant  all  the  aforesaid  premises  with  the 
rtenances  to  the  afore  named  William  Hokemore  for  term  of  his  life,  with 
inder  thereof  after  his  decease  to  the  aforementioned  Henry  Pomeroy  and  Agnes 
the  heirs  of  their  bodies  lawfully  begotten,  and  for  default  of  such  issue  the 
inder  thereof  to  the  heirs  of  the  body  of  the  aforesaid  Agnes  lawfully  begotten, 
for  default  of  such  issue  the  remainder  thereof  to  the  right  heirs  of  the  afore- 
Henry  Pomeroy  forever.  By  virtue  whereof  the  aforesaid  Gervase  and  John 
i  were  seized  of  all  and  singular  the  premises  with  the  appurtenances  in  Tavy- 
,  Milton,  Plympton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid,  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee,  and 
:  so  seised,  the  same  Gervase  and  John  Fosse  by  their  deed  dated  4  June  32  Henry 

(shown  among  the  evidences  to  the  jurors  aforesaid  at  the  taking  of  this  in- 
tion)  demised  all  the  aforesaid  premises  with  the  appurtenances  in  Tavystoke. 
)n,   Plympton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid  to  the  aforesaid   William    Hokemore  for 

of  his  life,  with  remainder  as  above.  And  the  said  William  Hokemore  after- 
s  died  at  St.  Budokke  aforesaid,  and  by  his  will  devised  all  the  aforesaid 
uages,  land  and  tenements  in  Great  Totton  aforesaid  (excepting  one  tenement 
hich  John  Toker  dwells)   to  the  aforesaid  Agnes  and  the  heirs  of  her  body  law- 

begotton,  and  for  default  of  such  issue  to  remain  to  Christopher  Blackaller  in 
Tiale;  and,  in  default  again,  all  the  tenements  which  the  said  William  Hokemore 
lased  from  John  Coseyn  of  Teyngmouth  should  remain  wholly  to  William  Coseyn, 
and  heir  of  the  aforesaid  John  Coseyn,  and  the  above  excepted  tenement  to  the 
^mentioned  Christopher  Blackaller  and  one  John  Blackaller,  for  term  of  their 
,  with  reversion  to  the  right  heirs  of  William  Hokemore. 

The  tenements  in  Fcnne  are  held  of  Bartholomew  Fortescu,  esquire,  as  of  his 
)r  of  Lamerton,  by  what  services  the  jurors  do  not  know,  and  are  worth  6s  8d 
ar  clear;  the  premises  in  Oliverlegh  are  held  of  William  Strode,  esquire,  and 
ibeth  his  wife,  in  right  of  the  said  Elizabeth,  as  of  their  manor  of  Loughtorre, 
ealty  and  suit  of  court,  and  rent  of  10s  yearly;  they  are  worth  13s  4d  a  year 
The  acre  of  land  in  Plympton  St.  Mary  was  formerly  held  of  the  Pryor  of 
ipton  and  is  now  held  of  the  King,  by  fealty  and  a  rent  of  2s,  worth  6s.     The 

in  Berve  is  held  of  the  heirs  of  John  Tallond,  as  of  their  manor  of  Kynges 
erton  by  fealty  and  the  rent  of  Id,  worth  20s.  The  tenements  in  Great  Totton 
held  of  Sir  Richard  Eggecombe,  Kt.,  as  of  his  manor  of  Great  Totton  in  free 
ige,  worth  £10  a  year ;  all  the  other  premises  are  held  of  Sir  John  Russell,  (Lord 
;ell),  but  by  what  services  they  do  not  know;  they  are  worth  lOOs  a  year. 
The  said  William  Hokemore  died  16  February  (in  1542  old  style)  last  past.  His 
;  are  his  said  daughter  Agfnes.  aged  13  and  more,  and  Christopher  Blackallar, 
and  heir  of  Joan  Blackaller,  deceased,  late  the  other  daughter  and  heir  of  the 
William,  aged   12  years   and  more. 


upon  will  Hi   iiiiiv,  iiiwiv  luii^  dppvai  .       J.  iiu^,  «.>•«.   u..^^» _  ^ 

assertion  that  the  "chill  penury"  that  "repressed  their  noble  rage"  wa 
bar  to  the  said  Pomeroys  of  Beaminster  having  descended  from  more  l 
tunate  Pomeroys  of  a  more  fortunate  time  is  demonstrated  without  even 
necessity  of  a  recourse  to  the  primary  evidence  of  the  actual  pedigree  its 
Aside  from  that,  is  not  such  an  unnecessary  aspersion  and  claim  most  unl 
tunate  in  the  pages  of  an  American  magazine,  published,  ostensibl)'^  for 
purpose  of  honoring  and  perpetuating  the  memory  of  the  Pilgrim  and  Pi 
tan    Fathers  of  New   England?    I   can   not  refrain   from   recalling  at 
moment.  Col.  Pomeroy,  the  remark  made  to  me  by  the  Vicar  of  Beamins 
when  I  last  saw  him.    He  told  me  of  the  generous  sum  of  money  which 
had  given  to  him  for  his  church,  in  behalf  of  the   Pomeroys  of  Amer 
and  in  recognition  of  the  ancient  fact  that  the  church  of  Beaminster  1 
materially  ministered  to   (apparently)   two  widows   Pomeroy,  and  to 
only   adult  male  Pomeroy   remaining  thereat  in   his   time   of   sickness   : 
death. 

In  view  of  the  various  and  specific  proofs,  hereinbefore  set  forth, 
the  unreliability  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Regis 
(the  sole  responsibility  for  which  rests  squarely  upon  the  publishers) 
cannot  escape  realizing  the  necessity  for  receiving,  with  very  great  caut: 
the  pronouncements  made  upon  the  "History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pome 
Family"  by  the  said  magazine,  its  publishers  and  proprietors.  For  mys 
I  accept  nothing  published  thereon,  prior  to  making  my  own  personal 
amination  of  the  records  of  Devon  and  Dorset,  which,  in  their  entirety,  h 
not  yet  been  thoroughly,  perhaps,  examined  for  Pomeroy  evidence. 

I  have  found  two  documents  that  answer,  in  a  measure,  your  questi 
as  to  the  birth  date  of  Agnes  Huckmore  and,  perhaps,  whom  and  w 
she  first  married.  Neither  of  these  documents  having  been  brought 
bear  upon  this  matter,  heretofore,  one  of  the  two  may  be  now  preser 
translated,  substantially  in  full,  from  the  Latin  original : 

(^ Public   Record   Office.  London.) 

Escheator's  Inquisition  Post  Mortem.     Series  2,  File  183,  No.  3. 

County  of  Devon.     (1543). 

Inquisition  indentate  taken  at  Totton  (Totnes)  in  the  county-aforesaid  on  the 
day  of  September,  34  Henry  VIII,  before  John  Pasmere,  esquire,  escheator  of 
lord  the  King  in  the  county  aforesaid,  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of  the  same  lord  the  K 
"de  diem  clausit  extremum,"  after  the  death  of  William  Hukemore  of  Great  Tot 
in  the  county  aforesaid,  gentlemen,  to  the  same  escheator  directed  and  attachec 
this  inquisition  by  the  oath,*  etc..  Who  say  upon  their  oath  that  the  aforesaid  Will 


•Note — Here  in  this  inquisition,  returned  into  the  Chancery  court,  would  follow  the  n 
of  the  jurors.  They  do  rot  appear  in  the  copies  such  as  this,  made  for  the  use  of  the  exchei 
The  jurors  were:  John  Carswell,  armi^ger;  William  Scrode,  armiiger;  John  Hengscott,  armij 
John   Tryshe,   Walter   Corby,    Hugh    J-ountayne,   John    Luscomb    of    Luscomb.  ' 


Hokemore  in  the  said  writ  named  was  seized  of  one  messuage,  40  acres  of  arable 
land,  2  acres  of  meadow  and  10  acres  of  heath  and  furze  with  the  appurtenances  in 
Milton  Abbot,  in  the  county  aforesaid,  and  of  3  messuages  and  10  acres  of  land  with 
the  appurtenances  in  Tavystoke  in  said  county,  and  of  3  acres  of  land  with  the  appur- 
tenances in  Fenne,  in  the  parish  of  Tavystoke  in  the  county  aforesaid,  and  of  1 
messuage,  20  acres  of  land,  4  acres  of  meadow,  2  acres  of  wood  and  12  acres  of 
heath  and  furze,  with  the  appurtenances  in  Oliverlegh  in  Plimton  St.  Mary  in  the 
said  county,  upon  which  a  certain  tenement  was  formerly  built,  and  of  12  acres  of 
land  in  Bernue  in  the  Parish  of  St.  Budock  in  the  county  aforesaid,  and  of  the 
moiety  of  1  messuage,  6  acres  of  land  and  2  acres  of  meadow  with  the  appurtenances 
in  Coriiewode  in  the  ^ame  count}',  now  in  tlie  tenure  of  Walter  Beare,  as  appears  by 
an  indenture  shown  among  the  evidences  to  the  jurors  aforesaid  on  the  taking  of  this 
inquisition,  and  of  9  messuages,  3  gardens  and  4  acres  of  land  with  the  appurtenances 
in  Great  Totton,  in  the  County  aforesaid,  in  his  demeasne  as  of  fee.  And  so  being 
seized  of  all  the  aforesaid  messuages,  lands,  tenements  and  other  the  premises  with 
their  appurtenances  in  Tavystock,  Milton  Ahljot.  Plympton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid, 
in  consideration  of  a  marriage  to  be  had,  celebrated  and  solemnized  between  Henry 
Pomerey.  son  and  heir  apparent  of  Richard  Pomerey  of  Bowdon,  esquire,  and  Agnes, 
daughter  of  the  said  William  Hokemore,  he  enfeoffed  Gervase  Boyse  and  John  Fosse, 
to  have  to  them,  their  heirs  and  assigns  forever,  upon  condition  that  the  aforesaid 
Gervase  and  John  should  immediately  re-grant  all  the  aforesaid  premises  with  the 
appurtenances  to  the  afore  named  William  Hokemore  for  term  of  his  life,  with 
remainder  thereof  after  his  decease  to  the  aforementioned  Henry  Pomeroy  and  Agnes 
and  the  heirs  of  their  bodies  lawfully  begotten,  and  for  default  of  such  issue  the 
remainder  thereof  to  the  heirs  of  the  body  of  the  aforesaid  Agnes  lawfully  begotten, 
and  for  default  of  such  issue  the  remainder  thereof  to  the  right  heirs  of  the  afore- 
said Henry  Pomeroy  forever.  By  virtue  whereof  the  aforesaid  Gervase  and  John 
Fosse  were  seized  of  all  and  singular  the  premises  with  the  appurtenances  in  Tavy- 
stock, Milton,  Plympton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid,  in  their  demeasne  as  of  fee,  and 
being  so  seised,  the  same  Gervase  and  John  Fosse  by  their  deed  dated  4  June  32  Henry 
VIII  (shown  among  the  evidences  to  the  jurors  aforesaid  at  the  taking  of  this  in- 
quisition) demised  all  the  aforesaid  premises  with  the  appurtenances  in  Tavystoke, 
Alilton,  Plympton  and  Cornewode  aforesaid  to  the  aforesaid  William  Hokemore  for 
term  of  his  life,  with  remainder  as  above.  And  the  said  William  Hokemore  after- 
wards died  at  St.  Budokke  aforesaid,  and  by  his  will  devised  all  the  aforesaid 
messuages,  land  and  tenements  in  Great  Totton  aforesaid  (excepting  one  tenement 
in  which  John  Toker  dwells)  to  the  aforesaid  Agnes  and  the  heirs  of  her  body  law- 
fully begotton,  and  for  default  of  such  issue  to  remain  to  Christopher  Blackaller  in 
tail  male;  and,  in  default  again,  all  the  tenements  which  the  said  William  Hokemore 
purchased  from  John  Coseyn  of  Teyngmouth  should  remain  wholly  to  William  Coseyn, 
son  and  heir  of  the  aforesaid  John  Coseyn,  and  the  above  excepted  tenement  to  the 
aforementioned  Christopher  Blackaller  and  one  John  Blackaller,  for  term  of  their 
lives,  with  reversion  to  the  right  heirs  of  William  Hokemore. 

The  tenements  in  Fenne  are  held  of  Bartholomew  P'ortescu,  esquire,  as  of  his 
manor  of  Lamerton,  by  what  services  the  jurors  do  not  know,  and  are  worth  6s  8d 
a  year  clear;  the  premises  in  Oliverlegh  are  held  of  William  Strode,  esquire,  and 
Elizabeth  his  wife,  in  right  of  the  said  Elizabeth,  as  of  their  manor  of  Loughtorre, 
by  fealty  and  suit  of  court,  and  rent  of  10s  yearly ;  they  are  worth  13s  4d  a  year 
clear.  The  acre  of  land  in  Plympton  St.  Mary  was  formerly  held  of  the  Pryor  of 
Plympton  and  is  now  held  of  the  King,  by  fealty  and  a  rent  of  2s,  worth  6s.  The 
land  in  Berve  is  held  of  the  heirs  of  John  Tallond,  as  of  their  manor  of  Kynges 
Tamerton  by  fealty  and  the  rent  of  Id,  worth  20s.  The  tenements  in  Great  Totton 
are  held  of  Sir  Richard  Eggecombe,  Kt.,  as  of  his  manor  of  Great  Totton  in  free 
soccage,  worth  £\0  a  year ;  all  the  other  premises  are  held  of  Sir  John  Russell,  (Lord 
Russell),  but  by  what  services  they  do  not  know;  they  are  worth   100s  a  year. 

The  said  William  Hokemore  died  16  February  (in  1542  old  style)  last  past.  His 
heirs  are  his  said  daughter  Agnes,  aged  13  and  more,  and  Christopher  Blackallar, 
son  and  heir  of  Joan  Blackaller,  deceased,  late  the  other  daughter  and  heir  of  the 
said  William,  aged   12  years   and  more. 
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On  page  53  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register 
for  January,  1914,  it  is  stated  that  "Henry  Pomeroy  was  born  about  1520, 
as  the  eldest  child,  when  his  father  Richard  was  aged  about  thirty-three ; 
and  that  the  said  Henry  married  when  about  thirty  years  of  age,  (1550) 
Agnes  or  Anne  Huckmore."  All  of  these  dates  are  considerably  too  late, 
for  the  following  reasons : 

(1)  The  said  Richard  Pomeroy  is  numbered  in  the  New  England 
Register  as  the  fifth  child  of  his  parents,  the  seventh  and  youngest  child 
being  named  as  Anna.  The  inquisition  post  mortem  on  the  estate  of  his 
sister  Anna's  husband,  Tristram  Hengscott  (Ch.  Inq.  p.  m.,  Ser.  ii.,  v.  6o., 
No.  68,)  shows  that  one  of  Anna's  children  was  born  "six  years  and 
more"  before  the  Register's  date  of  the  birth  of  Henry,  though  she,  (Anna) 
if  the  seventh  child  as  the  Register  places  her,  would  have  been  at  least 
four  years  younger  than  her  brother  Richard. 

(2)  The  inquisition  upon  the  estate  of  William  Hokemore,  taken  8 
September.  1543.  states  that  Agnes  Hokemore,  was  aged  "13  and  more" 
at  that  time.  This  expression.  "13  and  more"  was  a  term  permissible  and 
more  or  less  prevalent  in  inquisitions  of  this  kind  when  applied  to  a 
woman,  who  was  in  fact  many  years  older  than  thirteen.  This  term  was 
so  used  to  indicate  that  she  was  above  a  certain  age  (not  adolescent)  ; 
which  description  as  to  age  was  deemed  sufficient  in  the  law  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  inquisition  as  applied  to  a  woman.  The  reason  for  dwelling 
upon  these  age-details  will  be  made  apparent  in  my  next  letter. 

(3)  The  same  inquisition  proves  that  before  September  8,  1543,  Henry 
Pomeroy  and  Agnes  Hokemore  had  become  engaged  to  be  married,  and 
that  the  marriage  settlement  upon  them  had  then  already  been  made  by 
her  father. 

(4)  Agnes  had  no  brothers.  Her  only  sister,  Joan,  had  married 
John  Blackaller  at  least  fourteen  years  before  1543.  At  this  date  Agnes 
had  the  nephew.  Christopher  Blackaller.  then  aged  "12  years  and  more." 
Joan  died  before  1543,  but  if  living  then  would  have  been  aged  thirty  at 
the  very  least. 

The  inquisition  leaves  the  impression  that  in  1543  Agnes  Hockemore 
was  aged  about  twenty-five.  But  let  us  look  further.  Her  father's  will, 
written  on  the  day  of  his  death.  16  February.  1542.  named  her  as  an  execu- 
trix. The  note  of  the  proving  of  the  will  fort\--three  days  later  31  March, 
1543,  "by  the  oath  of  Joan,  relic  and  executrix  in  the  person  of  John  Corbyn, 
litterate,  her  proctor,  in  this  behalf,"  also  describes  a  "power  reserved  for 
a  like  commission  to  Agnes,  the  other  executrix  named  in  the  said  will, 
being  still  under  age,  when  she  shall  come,  etc." — (P.  C.  C.  i8  Spert.) 
(These  quotations  are  translated  from  the  Latin  act  of  probate.) 

Agnes  Hokemore  was  just  about  twenty  years  of  age  on  31  March, 
1543,  and  unmarried,  though  contracted  for  in  marriage. 

A  brief  abstract  translated  from  the  Latin  registered  will  of  William 
"Hokmore."— rP.  C.  C.  i8  Spert.) 

William  Hokmore  of  Totneys,  dated  16  February  33  Henry  VHT  : 

I  give  my  body  to  be  buried  by  my  grandfather's  tomb,  Robert  IVttes  and  Wilmote 
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his  wife;  and  after  my  burial  had  and  done,  I  will  that  there  be  a  stone  graven, 
with  a  picture  of  the  cross  in  the  same,  and  laid  upon  me,  in  memory  of  who  is 
buried  there. 

I  bequeath  to  the  Vicar  of  Totneys  at  my  burial  and  month's  mind  2s.  To  every 
priest  of  the  town  being  there  12d,  to  the  clerk  of  the  church  8d,  and  to  every  child 
there  singing  pricked  song  2d ;  to  the  bedeman  for  my  burial  and  month's  mind  4d, 
and  to  the  store  of  Mary  Magdalene  and  to  the  poor  people  there  6s  8d.  I  will 
that  every  poor  body  of  the  almshouse  of  Mary  Magdalene  of  Totnes,  praying  for 
my  soul  at  my  burial,  shall  have  Id.  I  give  to  the  high  store  in  the  church  of 
Totneys.  for  maintenance  of  the  bells  and  ropes  3s  4d.  To  the  maintenance  of  the 
store  of  Jesus  in  the  same  church  6s  8d.  To  my  men  bearing  me  to  the  church  and 
to  my  burial  2d  apiece.  To  John  Peny  of  Staverton  my  fox  furred  gown.  To  John 
Davy  of  Totneys  cordyner  all  my  apparel  which  I  use  and  wear  Sundays,  to  pray 
for  my  soul. 

I  will  that  Agnes  Hokmore,  my  daughter,  shall  have  all  my  lands  and  tenements 
in  the  borough  of  Totneys  aforesaid,  except  one  house  wherein  John  Toker  now 
dwelleth,  to  hold  to  her  and  the  heirs  of  her  body.  To  remain  in  default  to  Chris- 
topher Blackball  and  the  heirs  male  of  his  body.  Failing  whom,  all  such  tenements 
(parcel  of  the  premises)  as  I  purchased  of  John  Cosyn  of  Tengmouth  shall  remain 
to  William  Cosyn,  son  and  heir  of  the  said  John  Cosyn.  I  will  that  John  Blackall 
and  the  said  Christopher  Blakall  shall  have  the  house  where  John  Toker  now 
dwelleth  for  their  lives,  with  remainder  to  my  right  heirs  in  fee. 

The  two  little  houses  in  the  churchyard  shall  be  occupied  and  bestowed  to  such 
uses  as  they  have  heretofore  been  used,  for  the  weal  of  the  souls  of  my  ancestors 
and  rne,  according  to  the  will  and  mind  of  my  said  ancestors;  and  after  my  decease 
10  marks  shall  be  received  of  the  issues  of  my  lands  by  the  wardens  of  the  church 
of  Totnes,  to  be  bestowed  upon  the  building  of  a  new  ambulatory  in  the  said  church, 
and  in  the  maintenance  of  the  same  church. 

I  bequeath  my  debt  that  Edward  Gylmyn  doth  owe  me  to  be  recovered  and  be- 
stowed in  the  use  of  the  same  church. 

All  the  residue  of  my  goods  unbequeathed  I  give  to  Joane  my  wife,  and  Agnes 
my  daughter,  whom  I  ordain  my  executrices,  the  same  to  dispose  for  the  weal  of 
my  soul;  and  I  make  John  Rowe,  serjeant-at-the-law,  and  Roger  Bluett,  esquire, 
supervisors    of   this   my   will. 

Given  at  Totneys  aforesaid.  Witnesses:  John  Rowe,  Christopher  Canon,  vicar; 
John  Irysshe,  John  Blackall,  William  Gelys,  John  Cutwyll.     Proved  31   March,  1543. 

I  have  now  answered,  perhaps,  and  to  your  satisfaction.  I  trust,  your 
letters  of  December  17,  and  21,  1914,  and  January  15,  1915.  It  will  require 
further  investig^ation  to  enable  me  to  tell  you  why  Col.  Vivian,  after  having 
stated,  in  his  Visitation  of  Devonshire,  that  Henry  Pomeroy  married  Agnes 
Huckmore,  denied  the  same  in  his  "Addenda."  I  confess  to  have  written 
a  longer  letter  than  I  set  out  to  write.  Nevertheless,  I  hope  to  be  enabled 
to  write  to  you  another  letter  about  the  Pomeroy  family  in  England.  In 
doing  so  I  would  assure  you,  "And  Others,"  that  I  shall  not  forget  the 
words  of  that  noble-spirited  historian  of  beautiful  Devonshire,  (the  home 
of  your  ancestors  and  mine)  Sir  William  Pole : — 

"I  am  so  far  of(f")  from  partiall  dealing  in  these  my  studies  that  I  wil  not 
derogate  from  myne  enemyes  nor  add  to  any  thinge  yt  I  cannot  authentically  prove 
for  my   frinds." 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)     Charles  Arthur  Hoppin. 
London,  England,  25  March,  1915. 
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aN  1912  the  Secretary  of  the  Pomcroy  Family  Association,  understanding 
that  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  was  a  philanthropic 

association,  and  knowing  that  it  was  composed  of  fair-minded  gentlemen 
and  gentlewomen,  presented  to  that  society  a  copy  of  the  "History  and 
Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,"  believing  that  it  would  receive  fair 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  society,  if  for  no  other  or  better  reason  than 
that  of  ordinary  courtesy.  It  appears  now,  however,  that  there  was  an 
understudy  of  the  editor  of  the  New  England  Register,  a  committeeman  of 
some  reputation  as  a  "discoverer,"  who  had  the  ambition,  with  both  hands 
and  eyes  up,  to  receive  a  fat  commission  to  trace  the  English  ancestry  of 
Eltweed  Pomeroy,  prompted,  perhaps,  after  said  society  had  published  a 
leaflet,  prepared  by  a  former  secretary  of  the  Pomeroy  Family  Association, 
and  which  was  paid  for  at  the  usual  price.  The  leaflet  was  entitled,  "Eltweed 
Pomeroy  of  Dorchester,  Mass.,  and  Windsor,  Conn.,  and  Four  Generations 
of  his  Descendants."  There  is  always  a  motive.  Disappointment  and 
chagrin,  perhaps,  accounts  for  the  severe  and  caustic  remarks,  and  the 
unprofessional  attitude  with  which  this  gift  book  was  received  by  the 
would-be  editor  referred  to  above,  and  the  ulterior  motive  which  prompted 
him  to  at  once  set  about  to  discredit  said  book,  and  to  declare  that  the 
Pomeroys  came  of  a  family  of  paupers,  (without  a  line  of  proof),  and 
totally  ignoring  the  historic  fact  that  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  the  head  of  the 
family  in  America,  was  chosen  First  Selectman  of  Dorchester,  one  of  the 
first  and  most  progressive  and  enterprising  colonies  in  New  England. 
Eltweed  Pomeroy  occupied  much  the  same  relative  position  in  the  colony 
of  Dorchester,  in  Massachusetts,  in  America,  in  1632,  that  Sir  Ralph  de 
Pomeroy  did  in  County  Devon,  England,  in  1066.  For  600  years  there 
seemed  to  have  been  no  degeneracy  in  this  representative  of  the  name  and 
family. 

All  of  the  aspersions  of  the  New  England  Register,  therefore,  were 
in  vile  contrast  to  the  customary  courtesy  one  might  expect  from  the  digni- 
fied New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society,  which  claimed  to  publish 
a  genealogical  magazine  under  philanthropic  obligations. 

"The  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family  is  a  volume  of  962  closely 
printed  pages  [aside  from  78  pages  of  illustrations]  that  was  published  four 
years  ago.  At  the  time  of  its  publication  there  was  a  full  description  of 
the  book  in  these  columns.  At  that  time  the  secretary  and  historian  of  the 
Pomeroy  Family  Association  was  Albert  A.  Pomeroy  of  Sandusky,  Ohio, 
who  has  been  continued  in  the  office.  The  volume  represents  the  expen- 
diture of  a  large  amount  of  time  and  money,  and  the  genealogies  of  the 
different  generations  are  concise,  so  that  each  page  contains  as  much  infor- 
mation as  is  found  in  some  genealogical  pamphlets," — Boston  Transcript, 
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It  is  evident  that  this  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  c^ftri-    v 
mitteeman  is  still  greatly  irritated  and  has  finally  adopted  an  original  and    .- 
inTprofessional   metiiod   of   emitting  his   venom,   after   having  been   driven     - 
from  the  fair  genealogical  prints.     He  is  using  the  gift  book  presented  by 
the   Secretary   of  the   Pomeroy   Family   Association   to   tlie   New   England 
Historic-Genealogical   Society  to  obtain  addresses   in  order  that  he   might 
send  surreptitious  letters,  not  only  to  Pomeroy  men.  but  to  gentlewomen 
of  the  Pomeroy  race,  whom  he  has  never  seen,   and  who  have,  perhaps, 
never   iieard   of   him.      Such   action   is   not   only   reprehensible,   but   all   of 
these  people  resent  the  rudeness  it  indicates.     Some  of  the  letters  I  have 
received  from  those  he  has  addressed  designate  his  course  as  one  of  un- 
pardonable impudence.    And  all  of  those  who  have  received  his  surreptitious 
letters  no  doubt  have  the  same  impression.     Perhaps  he  would  excite  more 
interest  and  respect  if  he  should  circulate  anonymous  letters,  assuming  the 
guise  of  a  plain-clothes  policeman. 

The  silly  affectation  of  indifference  of  this  would-be  editor  of  the 
New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  to  the  perfect  array  of 
facts  and  records  published  in  the  recent  Pomeroy  pamphlet  is  pathetic. 
If  this  would-be  editor  thinks  that  any  one  believes  in  the  honesty  of  his 
affected  assumption  that  there  is  no  significance  or  force  in  that  pamphlet, 
the  letters  printed  herewith  will  serve  to  dispel  that  illusion.  I  shall  not 
publish  in  this  brochure  any  of  the  several  letters  of  contempt  I  have 
received  relative  to  the  surreptitious  letters  mailed  by  the  would-be  editor 
of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register,  but  will  present 
three  or  four  which  will  give  an  adequate  impression  of  the  strength  of  the 
material  contained  in  the  recent  Pomeroy  pamphlet. 
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The  genealogical  editor  of  the  Hartford  Ti)iics.  after  reviewing  the 
copy  of  said  pamphlet,  published  a  column  notice,  from  which  I  have 
extracted  the  following: 

"We  may  not,  in  our  brief  space,  give  extended  reference  to  the 
Pomeroy  Pamphlet,  but  at  all  events  it  is  readable  and  refreshing,  and 
sufficiently  antiquarian  in  interest  to  please  the  most  fastidious  searcher 
after  inequalities  in  ancient  documents.  The  conclusion  reached  by  the 
pamphleteer  is,  to  say  the  least,  amusing,  in  its  accusation   of  editors  as 

being   not   always    infallible The    pamphlet    contains    exact 

etchings  of  three  pedigrees,  the  true,  the  false,  and  the  one  corrected  and 
extended  by  Colonel  Pomeroy  in  advance  of  the  publication  of  his  now 
famous  book.  The  controversy  arose  over  the  publication  in  January,  1914, 
page  47  of  the  New  England  Register,  of  a  pedigree  which  is  now  found 
to  be  'totally  incorrect  and  worthless  for  any  purpose.'  and  which  was 
corrected  by  Colonel  Pomeroy  in  a  letter  to  the  editor,  but  the  editor 
ignored  it.  The  corrected  pedigree  of  the  generations  involved  may  be 
found  back  of  page  109  in  the  History  and  Genealog>-  of  the  Pomeroy 
Family,  and  conforms  to  the  new  evidence  produced  by  'Sir.  Charles  A. 
Hoppin,  after  careful  and  painstaking  research." — Hartford  Times. 
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My  dear  Colonel: 

"1  have  just  finished  Hoppin's  wonderful  letter.  It  is  more  absorbing 
than  any  novel.  He  has  absolutely  covered  every  point  thus  far,  and 
has  done  the  most  scientific  and  clean   cut  job  of  the  kind   I   have  ever 

heard  of He  certainly  makes  the  New  England  Historical 

and  Genealogical  Register  look  like  thirty  cents  in  Confederate  script. 

"Boston,  Mass.  (Signed) 

"H.    S.   POMEROY,    (M.D.)" 


The  extract  presented  below  is  from  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  S.  H. 
Pomeroy  of  New  York  City  to  Dr.  H.  S.  Pomeroy  of  Boston,  Mass. : 

"Dear  Doctor: —  .  .  .  .No  one  denies  the  moral  benefit  of  a 
wholesome  pride  and  satisfaction  in  one's  ancestors.  This  fact  alone  should 
prompt  the  officers  in  control  of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical 
Society  to  encourage  rather  than  discourage  the  study  of  genealogy  as  a 
whole,  and  that  society  should  not  hesitate  to  brush  out  into  the  ash-heap 
any  one  of  its  officers  or  members  of  so  small  a  character  and  quarrelsome 
disposition  as  the  author  of  the  recent  "open  letter"  surreptitiously  circulated 
among  the  family  of  Pomeroy.  .  .  .  The  New  England  Historic- 
Genealogical  Society  should,  if  possible,  make  its  official  organ  more  exact 
and  useful  instead  of  publishing  false  opinions  and  pedigrees  and  letting 
them  stand  without  frank  explanation  or  correction.  .  .  .  The  indifference 
of  parents  to  the  antecedents  of  those  whom  their  children  marry  crops  up 
every  day.  (Signed) 

"S.  H.  Pomeroy/' 


An  Efffrtiur  AttBUJpr  to  a  i'ourrr  of  iHiirl?  Hlntpulimrr 

"Col.  A.  A.  Pomeroy,  Sandusky,  Ohio. 

"Dear  Friend: — I  received  your  enclosure  (copy  of  the  last  pamphlet) 
last  evening  and  read  it  with  interest,  satisfaction  and  astonishment.  This 
morning  I  again  read  it  more  carefully  than  on  last  evening,  with  as  much 
or  more  interest.  It  is  a  'screamer'  —  a  'squelcher'  —  a  'silencer.'  I  never 
saw  so  much  documentary  evidence  —  all  supporting  what  you  are  (and  have 
been)  contending  for  vs.  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Reg- 
ister. You  have  that  coterie  of  codfish  balls  defeated.  .  .  .  Facts  will  not 
down.  Theories  and  guesses  must  entrench  before  facts  —  but  entrench- 
ment in  this  case  will  prove  worse  than  open  admission  of  mistaken  arm-chair 

declarations The  more  I  read  of  Mr.  Hoppin's  researches, 

the  more  I  am  convinced  that  he  is  one  among  a  thousand  whose  genealogi- 
cal work  is  worth  while  —  facts  and  facts  only  come  from  his  pen.  Would 
that  the  Beacon  Hill  Magazine  had  this  reputation !  No  dreams,  no 
romancing,  no  arm-chair  theories,  no  'ipse  dixit'  declarations  —  but  only 
authenticated  facts,  backed  up  by  other  court  documents  which  harmonize 
with  first  documents,  are  of  value  in  the  genealogical  field  —  and  Mr. 
Hoppin  builds  on  that  foundation  .  ,  .  and  10,000  Registers  will  not 
avail  now,  for  these  facts  now  in  your  possession  will  smite  them  (or  it) 
'hip  and  thigh.' 
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"After  what  you  and  Mr.  Hoppin  have  been  charged  with  by  that 
'Eminently  Respectable  but  not  Distressingly  Popular  Old  Gentleman  from 
Beacon  Hill.'  no  wonder  you  botli  wear  a  'smile  that  will  not  come  ofif.' 
In  short,  Mr.  Hoppin's  letter  is  the  most  complete,  and  the  best  fortified 
attack  upon  a  respectably  published  error,  wilfully  defended,  that  I  ever 
saw.    I  believe  its  equal  has  never  appeared  in  genealogical  print. 

"You  are  to  be  congratulated  by  all  genealogists,  and  especiallv  bv  all 
descendants  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy.  for  persistently  keeping  at  this,  and  for 
procuring  the  services  of  so  unbiased  and  trustworthy  an  investigator  as 
Mr.  Hoppin  in  order  to  prove  the  rightness  of  your  original  contention. 
It  also  proves  the  truthful  and  clear-headed  judgment  of  yourself  and 
your  English  investigations.  I  personally  congratulate  you  upon  your  correct 
conclusions  now  indisputably  established  as  to  the  English  Pomerov  line 
and  its  right  to  all  the  honors  you  claim  for  the  same.  All  wlio  know  how 
to  reason  genealogically  will  highly  appreciate  what  you  have  done  —  recog- 
nizing its  far-reaching  value  in  years  to  come. 

"In  conclusion,  let  me  say  I  never  read  a  statement  that  gave  me  the 
supreme  satisfaction  that  this  Hoppin  epistle  does.  It  means  so  much  in 
so  many  ways.  It  is  an  answer  to  so  many  sources  of  impudence,  from  those 
in  self-asserted  authority.  It  is,  genealogically,  a  literary  gem.  I  thank 
you  most  heartily  for  letting  me  read  it,  and  enjoy  this  satisfaction. 

"With  best  wishes,  I  am, 

"Verv  truly, 

(Signed^     "E.  S.  Loomis." 

E.  S.  Loomis,  Ph.D.,  LL.B..  B.S.,  A.M.,  is  the  author  of  the  great 
Loomis  book,  "The  Loomis  Family  in  America."  He  is  also  a  descendant 
of  Eltweed  Pomeroy  through  the  marriage  of  Hannah  Pomeroy  and  Amos 


Loomis. 


3Fnr  thr  Antitsrmrttt  of  Ihr  trraltr  Ult^rrstult^J  of  ahr  ^'rw  iEuglatid 

Srgtstrr  nnb  Wis  AssortatPH 

It  is  easy  to  understand  that  the  would-be  editor  of  the  New  England 
Register,  after  having  made  and  tried  to  maintain  the  serious  blunders  in 
the  first  five  generations  of  the  Pomeroy  pedigree  published  by  him  in  that 
quarterly,  facing  page  47.  pointed  out  and  proven  in  the  recent  Pomeroy 
brochure,  (and  why  he,  the  would-be  editor,  now  says  he  knew  all  about 
those  blunders,  which  might  be  considered  as  his  peculiar  way  of  acknowledg- 
ing his  mistakes),  would  be  likely  to  make  similar  blunders  in  the  remain- 
ing three  generations,  and  let  them  stand  as  correct  until  he  had  to  explain 
in  like  manner  that  he  knew  all  the  time  they  were  mistakes ;  and  that  is 
what  he  has  done !  To  make  this  statement  clear,  he  has  taken  three 
generations  and  without  attempting  to  identify  the  personality  of  each 
individual,  has  misplaced  them  in  an  entirely  new  mosaic.  It  is  not  easy, 
however,  to  understand  what  would  be  the  result  if  the  understudy  of  the 
New  England  Register  had  continued  to  its  natural  sequence  the  pedigree 
referred  to  when  every  reliable  record  declares  that  the  mother  given  at 
the  head  of  said  pedigree  had  no  Pomeroy  children.     The  Edward  Harris 
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mentioned  was  not  of  Cornworthy,  Devon,  but  of  St.  Mabyn,  Cornwall, 
and  he  did  not  marry  Agnes  Huckmore,  but  Ann.  At  least  that  is  what 
her  own  son,  who  entered  the  chart  published  by  the  New  England  His- 
torical and  Genealogical  Register,  has  said,  and  it  is  so  printed  on  page 
47  of  that  quarterly  for  January,  1914,  although  the  Register  has  later 
given  her  name  as  Agnes.  Is  it  possible  that  the  son  did  not  know  the 
name  of  his  mother?  The  inquisition  upon  the  estate  of  William  Hokemore, 
taken  September  8,  1543,  states  that  Henry  Pomeroy  and  Agnes  Hokemore 
had  become  engaged  to  be  married.  Thomas  Bond,  Esq.,  a  genealogist  of 
record,  finds  that  Henry  Pomeroy,  son  of  Richard,  married  Agnes  Huck- 
more, relict  of  Edivard  Harris,  and  that  their  daitf^hter  Elizabeth  Fomeroy 
married  Sir  TJiomas  Harris.  The  small  chart  referred  to  as  having  been 
entered  by  the  son  of  "Ann  Harris"  says  that  this  Elizabeth  was  daughter 
of  Sir  Henry  Pomeroy.  That  means  that  the  Sir  Henry  Pomeroy  referred  to 
was  either  a  knight  or  a  priest,  or  that  the  great  would-be  editor  has 
blundered  again  in  his  identifications.  (But  he  will  probably  say  in  his 
next  soliloquy  that  it  has  no  military  or  genealogical  significance!)  I  do 
not  see  how  he  could  make  such  a  grievous  blunder  when  the  Henry  Pomeroy 
we  claim  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family  came,  so 
he  alleges,  of  a  family  of  paupers.  Then  consider  that  Elizabeth,  daughter 
of  Sir  Henry  Pomeroy  (as  he  is  designated  in  the  New  England  Register, 
page  47),  was  not  mentioned  as  a  daughter  or  beneficiary  in  the  will  of  her 
])utative  mother,  there  called  Agnes  Harris,  (or  in  any  other  will  of  that 
family  copied  into  tlie  New  England  Register) ,  and  that  the  Henry  Pomeroy 
we  claim  as  an  ancestor  had  no  son  Thomas,  but  Thomas  is  mentioned 
as  a  son  and  beneficiary  in  said  will.  It  is  evident  that  all  of  this  confusion 
arises  from  another  blunder  of  the  understudy  of  the  editor  of  the  New 
England  Register,  pointed  out  and  corrected  by  Mr.  C.  A.  Hoppin,  a 
thorough  genealogist,  in  the  recent  Pomeroy  pamphlet,  by  record  evidence. 
I  refer  to  the  statement  on  page  53  of  the  New  England  Register  that 
Thomas  Pomeroy  had  as  "son  and  heir"  Thomas,  when  said  son  and 
heir  was  named  Henry.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was  Henry, 
son  of  this  last  named  Henry,  whom  the  understudy  has  confused  with 
Henry,  son  of  Richard.  In  order  to  strengthen  the  presumptive  evidence 
that  the  two  families  involved  in  this  controversy  are  identical,  the  New 
England  Register  of  January,  1914,  on  page  54,  says :  "On  an  escutcheon 
appear  the  Harris  arms  quartering  those  of  Pomeroy  with  Kelloway,  thus 
indicating  the  descent  of  Lady  Elizabeth  Pomeroy  who  married  Sir  Thomas 
Harris."  The  truth  is  that  it  was  Phillippa  Vowell,  who  married  Edward 
Harris,  who  inherited  the  Pomeroy  and  Kelloway  quartering.  She  was  a 
daughter  of  Agnes  Pomeroy,  who  was  a  daughter  of  Thomas  Pomeroy  and 
Agnes  Kelloway. 

©rsttmouy  of  Qlliomaa  Imtb,  lEaq.,  drttralogtat.  tlpt  l^ntri|  Pnmcrny 
ilarrtrb  i\\i  "ISrltrt"  of  iEftmarti  l^arrts 

Aside  from  Lt.  Col.  J.  L.  Vivian's  Visitations,  I  shall  now  quote  from 
testimony  of  other  English  genealogists  that  Henry  Pomeroy,  son  of  Richard, 
living  1531,  married  the  widozv  of  Edward  Harris,  in  support  of  the  state- 
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nient  made  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy  Family.  Thomas 
Bond  was  an  eminent  antiquary  in  Dorsetshire,  as  to  families  and  family 
antiquities,  a  very  scholarly  g-entleman.  and  an  expert  reader  and  translator 
of  ancient  writings.  He  edited  much  of  tlie  last  part  of  ""Hutchins's  History 
of  Dorset."  He  was  the  author  of  the  "History  of  Corfe  Castle,"  Dorset, 
and  left  genealogical  work  of  some  early  families  of  Dorset  and  Devon 
that  is  of  a  very  high  order,  though  limited  in  quantity.  He  was  compiler 
of  the  Pomeroy  pedigrees  published  in  ^'ivian's  \'isitatious  of  Devonshire. 
Pie  contiiuicd  his  investigations  of  the  Pomcroys  of  Devonshire  for  a  period 
of  more  than  twenty  \ears.  but  did  not  study  the  Pomeroys  of  Dorset  nor 
seek  to  connect  them  with  their  undeniable  ancestors  in  Devon  so  far  as  the 
Pjond  MSS.  show.  Mr.  Bond  was  of  the  Inner  Temple,  London,  and  worked 
together,  somewhat,  with  William  Smiles  (another  English  gentleman 
greatly  interested  in  the  Pomeroys).  Some  quotations  from  letters  from 
William  Smiles  to  Thomas  Bond  will  be  found  in  the  paragraphs  which 
follow,  and  which  have  been  gleaned  from  the  unpublished  manuscripts 
and  letters  of  Thomas  Bond. 

The  numbers  placed  after  names  in  the  following  records  are  used  to 
identify  each  person  as  published  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the 
Pomeroy  Family: 

"Mary  Drewe.  daughter  of  Sir  Thomas  Drewe  (0160)  and  Elizabeth, 
daughter  of  Sir  Edward  Moore  of  Odiham,  Kt..  baptized  at  Broadhembury 

in  1605  (became)  wife  of Pomeroy  of  Bury."     (From  pedigree  of 

Sir  Thomas  Drewe  among  collections  of  the  late  Sir  Isaac  Heard.) — B. 
Piilmaii.  Clarencieux;  dated  Heralds'  College.  March  11,  1851." 

This  is  an  indication  that  "Pomeroy  of  Bury"  was  also  of  Broadhem- 
bury ;  that  his  father  of  Broadhembury  came  from  Bury.  The  Drewes  lived 
at  tlie  "Grange,"  Broadhembury,  and  are  still  there. 

Thomas  Bond  wrote  \\'illiam  Smiles  in  1865  that  the  lordship  of  the 
manor  of  Colquite  (now.  1915.  owned  by  H.  G.  Peter  Hobbyn),  to  which 
Tredethy  (now  owned  by  a  ]Mrs.  Hext)  belonged,  the  place  belonging  to 
Thomas  Pomeroy  at  St.  Mabyn.  Cornwall,  was  granted  to  him  by  Edward 
Harris.  This  supports  the  claim  of  "Cornwall"  instead  of  "Cornworthy" 
for  the  Harris  pedigree.  .  .  .  Also,  that  "Henry  (077)  son  of  Richard 
Pomeroy  (061)  married  the  zcidozu  of  Edzivrd  Harris:'  When  Thomas 
Bond  made  this  last  statement  William  Smiles  inquired,  (22  May,  1865), 
"Do  you  remember  where  you  found  the  marriage  of  Henry  Pomeroy,  son 
of  Richard,  and  also  of  his  daughter  Elizabeth  (089)  to  Sir  Thomas  Harris?" 

A  letter  to  Thomas  Bond.  (7  Adam  Street,  Strand.  London,  August 
12,  1859)  written  by  the  Rev.  Dr.  S.  L.  Pomeroy  (perhaps  the  Rev.  Swan 
Lyman  Pomeroy,  2647)  of  33  Pemberton  Square,  Boston,  Mass..  states 
that  he  has  a  pedigree  from  Ralph  to  Eltweed  Pomeroy  of  Devonshire,  and 
that  Lord  Harberton  (James  Spencer  Pomeroy.  6th  Mscount  Harberton, 
Baron  of  Castle  Carbery)  also  has  a  copy  of  it.  He  says  he  is  not  sure  who 
compiled  it,  but  believes  it  "ma}^  have  been  carried  over  to  America  by 
Eltweed,"  though  possibly  obtained  from  England  at  a  later  date. 

St.  IMartin's  Lodge,  near  Guildford  (Surrey),  April  6,  1887.  William 
Smiles  to  Thomas  Bond :  "I  am  aware  of  the  Fortesque  connection  through 
the  marriage  of  Sir  Richard  Pomeroy  (042),  but  there  is  a  nearer  relation 
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to  the  Bowden  (in  Totnes)  Pomeroys  in  Henry  Fortesque  of  Cornworthie, 
who  married  Susan  Harris  (071),  daughter  of  Agnes  Huckmore  by  her 
first  husband,  Edward  Harris  (068),  zvhich  Agues  afterzvard  married 
Henry  Pomeroy  (O//)  son  and  heir  of  Richard  Pomeroy  (061)  of  Bowden." 
WilHam  Smiles  also  wrote  Thomas  Bond,  2  April,  1879,  that  Charles 
Pomeroy  (0209)  was  of  Leston,  an  estate  in  St.  Neots,  Cornwall,  in  1726, 
and  had  "Bowden"  in  St.  Neots,  and  that  his  eldest  son  Richard  Pomeroy 
of  Tremaidock  died  February  5,  1744,  aged  87.  Also,  "You  remember 
Richard  Pomeroy  (061)  of  Bowden,  who  married  Eleanor  Coker  and  had 
two  sons,  Henry  (077)  and  John  (078).  Henry  married  Agnes,  daughter 
and  heiress  of  William  Huckmore  and  relict  of  Edzvard  Harris  (068),  and 
their  daughter  Elizabeth  (089)  married  Sir  Thomas  Harris,  Knt.  She  may 
have  had  brothers,  or  her  Uncle  John  may  have  had  a  family,  and  either 
of  them  may  have  been  the  ancestor  of  Charles  (0209)  of  Bowden." 

"Richard  Pomeroy  of  Bowden.  Yealmton,  Devon,  married  Eleanor 
Coker  of  Mapowder,  Dorset.  He  and  two  sons  were  living  in  1531.  His 
son,  Henry  Pomeroy,  married  Agnes,  daughter  and  heiress  of  William 
Huckmore  and  tvidozv  of  Edzvard  Harris.  They  had  a  daughter  who  married 
Sir  Thomas  Harris  of  Kent." — Notes  and  Queries,  (London),  6th  series, 
vol.  2,  page  328. 

®1|?  "(§|jr«-lCfmr0r'*  Albors  tl|at  mh  Urttmg  T^aa  Irnt 

In  his  naiz'e  indifference,  the  understudy  of  the  editor  of  the  New  Eng- 
land Register  said  he  "knew  that  the  first  four  generations  of  the  pedigree 
referred  to  facing  page  47  of  the  New  England  Register  were  wrong," 
but  he  did  not  hesitate  to  publish  it  as  the  "pure  quill,"  without  explanation, 
and  let  it  stand  before  the  New  England  Society  as  a  bona  fide  record  pedi- 
gree of  large  importance,  intending,  perhaps,  to  demonstrate  to  the  readers 
of  said  quarterly  his  peculiar  knowledge  of  the  details  involved  in  the 
controversy,  and  to  confuse  me.  He  has  acquired  the  impression  that  anv- 
thing  he  says  must  be  true  and  might  be  believed  by  others. 

He  now  says  in  his  surreptitious  letter  that  the  "sole  reason"  for  insert- 
ing the  photograph  of  said  pedigree  (facing  page  47)  in  the  New  England 
Register  was  to  show  the  "additions  in  simulated  old  writing."  It  is 
remarkable  that  he  had  not  thought  of  that  slim  excuse  before  he  was 
exposed.  The  style  of  handwriting  in  which  any  particular  record,  or 
records,  have  been  copied  or  set  down  in  this  connection,  by  any  person  or 
persons,  at  any  time,  is  immaterial  and  of  no  practical  consequence  concern- 
ing the  question  of  pedigree.  If  the  super-editor  of  the  New  England  Reg- 
ister intended  to  infer,  by  his  invidious  remark,  that  I,  or  any  one  in  my 
employ  or  behalf,  sought  to  commit  forgery,  the  very  least  to  be  said  is  that, 
while  such  an  insinuation  would  be  too  preposterous  for  serious  considera- 
tion, it  can  be  dealt  with,  on  due  occasion,  in  a  manner  eminently  fitting  to 
the  occasion.  Furthermore,  I  am  now  constrained  to  say  that  the  super-editor 
is  guilty  of  a  trick  of  malicious  omission  which  any  fair-minded  journalist 
in  New  England  will  consider  with  rare  contempt.  In  quoting  the  certifi- 
cate under  discussion  which  he  pretended  to  copy  into  the  New  England 
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Register,  and  wliich  he  now  refers  to  as  "simulated  old  writing,"  he  left 
out  the  words  which  justified  and  made  necessary  the  certificate,  tluis  trying 
to  cast  a  stigma  of  dishonesty  upon  the  gentleman  who  signed  it,  and  who 
is  an  efficient  genealogist  and  a  fair  journalist.  Such  practices,  I  under- 
stand, are  prohibited  by  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society, 
of  which  tliis  would-be  editor  is  an  erratic  light.  He  also  says  I  am  affording 
"great  amusement"  to  his  associates.  He  believes  they  are  laughing  with 
him,  but,  as  I  have  said,  they  are  laughing  at  him,  "Bymeby  they  will 
laugh  some  more" —  out  loud !  It  is  now  my  privilege  to  say  that  I  do  not 
believe  in  the  blufif  of  the  author  of  the  surreptitious  letters  that  he  will 
ever  publish  a  pamphlet  which  will  give  a  "correct  account"  of  the  ancestry 
of  Eltweed  Pomeroy  for  the  very  good  reason  that  he  has  it  not  in  "stock" 
and  cannot  squander  any  more  of  the  "hard  scrabbled  dollars"  of  the  New 
England  Society  to  gratify  his  peculiar  disposition,  and  the  egotism  of  the 
"Wise  Man  of  the  East." 

"Bim\i  Ju^5meut"  Atjaiitst  a  Wiboui  anti  a  iinnr;  Man 

The  New  England  Register's  "snap  judgment,"  writes  Mr.  Hoppin, 
tha^  a  "widow  and  a  dying  man  named  Pomeroy  were  'parish  charges' 
■"  because>a  part  of  one  summer  in  the  many  years  of  their  lives,  a  few  shil- 
lings of  the  church  funds  were  given  them  (for  ephemeral  reasons  which 
the  New  England  Register  does  not  have  the  justice  to  explain),  is  certainly 
an  unwarranted  exaggeration.  Furthermore,  the  Register's  bald  assertion 
that  'Henry  Pomeroy  was  buried  at  the  expense  of  the  church'  is  a  palpable 
piece  of  impulsiveness,  plumped  down  on  a  printed  page,  heedless  of  the 
fact  that  there  is  no  evidence  whatever  that  the  three,  or  any  one  of  the 
three,  prime  essentials  of  a  burial,  i.  e.,  (1)  payment  for  the  burial  plot; 
(2)  payment  for  the  digging  of  the  grave;  (3)  payment  for  the  funeral, 
were  at  the  expense  of  the  church ;  neither  is  there  any  evidence  whatever 
that  either  one  of  the  persons  mentioned  in  this  connection  by  the  benevo- 
lent New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society's  official  organ  was  a 
member  of  the  family  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  The  account  book  of  the  church 
of  Beaminster,  which  I  have  studied,  records  the  particular  grants,  gifts 
and  expenditures,  no  matter  how  small,  made  by  the  church  on  behalf  of  the 
parish.  Parishioners,  or  the  church  on  their  behalf,  often  presented  a  burial 
shroud  for  some  one  of  their  friends  and  neighbors.  They  did  so  express 
their  interest  in  Henry  Pomeroy.  No  one  but  an  attempted  defamer  of 
the  character  of  the  alleged  family  of  an  esteemed  founder  (and  first  select- 
man) of  a  New  England  Colony  would  ever  stoop  to  brand,  upon  so  slight 
a  founilation.  that  family  as  a  family  of  paupers.  In  this  connection  the 
New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  must  prove  that  tlie 
said  Henry  Pomeroy  (thoiii^h  there  is  no  visible  record-proof  that  he  ivas 
a  kinsman  of  Elt^vccd  Pomeroy)  was  not  buried  in  the  consecrated  ground 
of  the  churchyard,  but  in  the  'potter's  field,'  or  else  it  must  come  back  to 
the  ground  of  common  decency,  which  it  never  should  have  forsaken. 
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A  Mart  Mtti^ahutxi  ^uatpm  of  OII|antij  or  li^ggarij.  frrl^apa 

"The  Committee  on  English  Research  of 
the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society 
asks  for  contributions  for  the  continuance  of 
its   work   in    England.      Subscriptions    may    be 

sent  to ,  Cliairman Sears 

Building,  Boston,   Mass." — New  England   His- 
torical  and    Genealogical    Register. 

(Comment  by  tJic  author  of  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the  Pomeroy 
Family:) 

The  above  system  of  beggary  for  money  with  which  to  pay  the  wa^^es 
of  its  inefficient  employes  who  are  engaged  in  recklessly  garbling*  English 
records,  in  order  to  make  a  disagreeable  point  against  a  non-member  of  the 
society,  appears  frequently  as  a  standing  advertisement  in  the  pages  of  the 
New  England  Register.  On  the  same  page,  or  elsewhere  in  the  same  super- 
enterprising  quarterly,  may  be  found  a  statement  that  the  "New  England 
Historic-Genealogical  Society  has  no  foreign  agents  and  will  not  be  responsi- 
ble for  any  acts  committed  by  persons  claiming  to  be  such  foreign  agents." 
Consistency  has  been  proclaimed  as  a  jewel,  but  on  one  page  the  said 
society  asks  its  members  to  donate  money  for  a  certain  purpose  and  on  the 
same  page  it  tells  those  who  do  contribtite  for  that  purpose,  that  it  has  no 
foreign  agents  engaged  in  such  English  investigation ;  i.  e.,  the  society 
repudiates  such  committee  or  agents,  and  anything  they  may  do  or  say. 
Some  of  the  level-headed  members  of  the  New  England  Historic  and 
Genealogical  Society  should  protect  the  head  editor  from  the  careless  work 
and  opinions  of  its  ambitious  and  reckless  correspondents. 

(Ulir  Nrm  iEn^lattii  l!ftstortr-C$f«ralogtral  ^ortrtg  ISf^mbtatfH 
its  (EommitlPP  on  iForngn  iRi*srarrI| 

The  beggary  noted  in  the  above  advertisement  in  the  New  England 
Historic-Genealogical  Society  Register  is  much  more  aggravated  than  the 
so-called  charity  and  pauperism  charged  by  said  society  against  the  Pomeroy 
family,  without  a  word  of  proof  that  the  persons  referred  to  were  in  any 
way  connected  with  the  American  Pomeroys  except  that  they  happened  to 
live  in  the  same  town  from  which  Eltweed  Pomeroy  emigrated,  because  the 
church  to  which  a  dead  man  had  been  a  member  chose  to  furnish  him  with 
a  shroud  at  the  time  of  his  burial.  And  the  philanthropic  New  England 
Historic  and  Genealogical  Society,  in  order  to  make  a  disagreeable  and 
malicious  point,  considered  that  it  was  its  duty  to  make  this  gift  public  in 
its  official  organ  and  charge  that  the  dead  recipient  was  a  pauper.  Or  is 
this  assertion  of  pauperism  by  two  of  its  foreign  agents  and  its  head  editor 
one  of  the  acts  the  society  is  guarding  itself  against  by  the  above  repudiation 
of  its  committee  on  foreign  research?  Well,  we  will  take  measures  to 
ascertain. 

Thus  the  society  tries  to  evade  the  responsibility  of  one  of  its  own 
committees,  and  the  committee,  if  it  can,  raises  money  for  research  in 
England   by   sending  begging   letters   to   members   of   the   society   and   by 
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advertising  in  tlic  New  England  Register,  and  all  the  while  one  of  the 
members  of  said  committee,  the  active  man,  the  great  discoverer  and  open- 
letterer,  has  been  obtaining  and  selling  luiglish  genealogical  data  for  the 
benefit  of  his  own  pocket.  It  would  l)c  an  act  of  wisdom  if  one  of  the 
strong  men  of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  would  attend 
an  annual  meeting  and  introduce  a  measure  tliat  no  person  shall  continue 
as  an  imjiortant  officer  of  the  society  who  is  engaged  in  genealogical  busi- 
ness for  personal  profit.  One  professional  genealogist  has  offered  to 
sell  what  he  claims  to  be  the  "correct  account"  of  the  ancestors  of  Eltweed 
Pomerov.  but,  of  course,  we  do  not  know  that  the  committeeman  referred 
to  is  in  collusion  with  him,  although  the  proposition  sounds  familiar,  as 
the  said  committeeman  has  also  declared  in  an  open-letter  to  the  writer 
that  he  has  the  only  "correct  account"  of  said  family,  but  which  assertion 
is  considered  a  bluff  (or  worse)  by  every  one  who  has  written  about  said 
letter.  To  render  nugatory  his  bluff  that  he  will  publish  a  pamphlet  con- 
taining the  "correct  account"  he  writes  that  if  our  commissioner  in  England 
can  change  the  lineage  as  published  in  the  History  and  Genealogy  of  the 
Pomeroy  Eamily  he  will  "applaud  with  vigor!" 

Is  it  possible  that  the  chief  genealogist  of  the  New  England  Historic- 
Genealogical  Society  thinks  he  can  thus  influence  our  commissioner  in 
England  ? 

A.  A.  Pomeroy,  Sandusky,  Ohio. 


'&' 


A  (Eoumtiltf rmmt  ProatttutPB  tn  l^ts  J^rrsnual  Isr  tt|r  Namr  anb 

Bliidh  of  ®l|r  Nrtu  lEuglanJi  l^tstorir-CSntrabQtral 

g>0rtPtij  mxh  its  ©fttrial  ©rtjau 

In  his  first  letter  from  London  Mr.  C.  A.  Hoppin  has  clearly  and  em- 
phatically maintained  the  charges  of  inaccuracy  and  misrepresentation  laid 
against  a  committeeman  of  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical 
Register,  who,  in  order  to  screen  himself,  now  seeks  refuge  under  the  respec- 
tability of  the  society  which  employs  him  and  the  past  reputation  of  its 
magazine,  which  places  the  said  society  in  a  very  unenviable  position.  Mr. 
Hoppin  is  probably  as  familiar  with  all  the  sources  for  English  genealogy 
as  any  person  living,  and  by  well-sustained  documentary  proof  he  has 
shown  that  the  committeeman  of  the  New  England  Register  is  but  a  tyro. 
Said  committeeman,  in  order  to  avoid  the  avalanche  of  incontrovertible 
genealogical  records  that  have  been  showered  upon  him,  assumes  an  indif- 
ference to  their  force,  and  without  showing  an  honest  endeavor  to  defend 
himself,  resorts  to  an  unprofessional  method  of  circulating  private  surrepti- 
tious letters  by  mail,  securing  the  addresses  from  a  family  book  which  was 
presented  to  the  genealogical  society  which  repudiates  him,  in  the  pages  of  its 
official  "organ,"  as  an  "agent  for  the  society  engaged  in  English  genealogical 
research."  Mr.  Hoppin's  letter,  published  in  this  leaflet,  deals  more  per- 
sonally with  the  writer  of  the  surreptitious  letters  mentioned  above : 
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London,  England,  20  Nov.,  1915. 
Dear  Colonel  Pomeroy: 

I  am  in  reccii)t  of  your  letter  of  November  11,  cnclosiiiLT  a  letter  dated 
October  15,  entitled,  "Open  letter  to  Col.  A.  A.  Pomeroy,"  written  by  a 
member  of  the  staff  of  tlie  New  Eng-land  Historical  and  Genealogical 
Register  and  privately  sent  by  him  through  the  mails  to  subscril^ers  of  your 
History  and  Gcnealoi^y  of  the  Pomeroy  Family,  (but  few  of  whom  have 
ever  heard  of  him),  in  a  futile  attempt  to  defend  the  said  Register  from  the 
charges  of  inaccuracy  and  misrepresentation  which  have  been  successfully 
laid  and  maintained  against  it, —  and  also,  it  seems  to  me,  in  an  attempt 
to  undermine  the  living  I'omeroys'  adherence  to  and  respect  for  you  who 
have  voluntarily  labored  for  so  many  years  in  their  behalf,  and,  perhaps,  as 
though  such  an  attempt  would  tend  to  deter  you,  or  anyone  else,  (in  some 
way  or  other)  from  making  further  corrections  of  the  inaccuracy  of  the 
New  England  Register  and  from  other  disclosures  concerning  certain  persons. 

In  that  "open  letter"  references  are  made  to  the  Pomeroy  pamphlet 
recently  published  by  you  containing  an  account,  written  by  me,  in  which  I 
cannot  help  but  believe  that  I  most  conclusively  proved,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  any  reasonable  mind,  and  by  unquestionable  records  beyond  the  possibility 
of  any  successful  contradiction,  the  unreliability  and  inaccuracy  of  certain 
specific  pronouncements  upon  the  Pomeroy  family  made  by  the  New  England 
Historical  and  Genealogical  Register,  in  each  and  every  particular  specifi- 
cation laid  down  by  me  in  your  said  pamphlet. 

I  venture  to  say  that  I  remain  of  the  belief  that  no  one  who  studies  that 
pamphlet  and  compares  its  most  categorical  and  incontrovertible  proofs  with 
the  said  open  letter  of  October  15,  can  scarcely  fail  to  at  once  be  struck 
with  the  fact  that  in  no  single  particular  does  the  said  open  letter  bring  to 
bear,  or  even  quote  directly  against  any  record  or  piece  of  evidence  in 
your  pamphlet,  any  other  record  or  evidence  whatever  in  the  way  of  dis- 
proving, or  of  questioning,  or  even  challenging  anything  laid  down  in  your 
said  pamphlet  published  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  the  said  inaccuracies 
and  misrepresentations  of  the  New  England  Register. 

iFitttlr  Attrmpt  of  tl|e  **%rn-l!jrttrri>r"  tn  Btfmh  OII|r  Nrui 

lEttglmtli  iSrgtstrr 

Instead,  the  writer  of  the  "open  letter""  of  October  15,  with  an  assumed 
air  of  indifference,  seeks  to  dismiss  the  complete  proofs  against  the  New 
England  Register  with  the  mere  affectation,  pose  and  bluff,  i.  e.,  that  your 
pamphlet  "is  affording  great  amusement  to  members  of  the  New  England 
Historic-Genealogical  Society," —  and  by  the  further  affectation,  pose  and 
bluff  that  the  said  society  and  its  publication  (convicted  of  inexcusable  inac- 
curacy and  misrepresentation)  "observe  with  amused  equanimity  the  harm- 
less and  futile  aspersions"  of  your  pamphlet ;  and  the  open  letter  quotes  the 
old  age  of  the  New  England  Register  as  though  longevity  constituted 
evidence  of  accuracy  and  sanctity,  and  as  though  anything  could  live,  nowa- 
days, upon  a  reputation. 

Thus,  again,  does  the  member  of  the  staff  of  the  New  England  Register 
seek  to  take  cover  by  the  prostitution  to  his  personal  use  of  the  name  and 


shield  of  the  society  by  pulHng  them  down  around  and  about  his  vuhierable 
self,  as  though  the  respectability  of  the  society  and  the  past  reputation  of  its 
magazine  would  save  him  and  it  from  the  consequences  of  the  said  inaccu- 
racies and  misrepresentations.  As  to  that  sort  of  an  undertaking,  we  liave 
heard  of  the  "ass  in  the  lion's  skin"  before.  And  the  original  Aesopian 
episode  is  no  greater  a  fable  than  the  one  wherein  the  author  of  the  said 
"open  letter''  of  October  15  undertakes  to  intimate  that  he  has  the  only 
"correct  account"  of  the  ancestry  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy,  and.  also,  that  there 
is  nothing  in  your  recent  pamphlet  but  what  was  known  to  him  a  long 
time  ago.  If  the  latter  assertion  be  true,  one  can  only  marvel  at  all  those 
fatal  mistakes  and  misrepresentations  exposed  in  your  pamphlet,  and  wonder 
why  tliev  were  made,  and,  also,  marvel  at  why  the  author  of  them  has  not 
long  since  admitted  and  corrected  them,  like  "the  gentleman  and  the  scholar" 
that  he  is,  and  in  the  publication  they  were  imposed  upon,  instead  of  even, 
at  this  late  day,  resorting  to  the  said  affectation,  etc. 

The  statement  in  the  said  open  letter  of  October  15,  to  the  effect  that 
you  have  "failed  to  show  the  ancestry  of  Eltweed  Pomeroy  back  of  Richard 
Pomeroy  of  Beaminster,"  is  a  matter  on  which  the  Register  is  at  least 
entitled  to  its  opinion ;  but  that  statement  refers,  so  far  as  I  may  concern 
myself,  wdth  a  point  of  genealogy  still  sub  judice,  and  upon  which  you  may 
be  enabled,  in  due  time,  to  make  any  further  observations  that  you  may  or 
may  not,  in  your  good  judgment,  deem  essential.  As  to  the  said  pamphlet, 
the  vital  point  of  the  moment,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  may  be  fairly 
expressed  in  the  following  question : 

Will  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  or  any  officer  of 
it,  or  its  "Committee  on  Foreign  Research"  or  any  member  of  it,  or  the 
New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  or  any  sort  of  an  editor 
of  it,  produce  one  single  item  of  original  record-evidence  to  successfully 
contradict  all,  or  any  one,  of  the  many  records  and  evidences  laid  down  in 
\our  recent  pamphlet  in  proof  of  the  said  certain  specific  inaccuracies  and 
misrepresentations,  concerning  the  Pomeroy  family,  occurring  in  the  said 
Register  under  the  dates  of  issue  and  on  the  pages  referred  to  in  your 
said  pamphlet? 

ehr  Nrtu  iEitglaitii  iSrgistrr'a  CElatnt  tn  br  Ihr  Aittlinrtty  ntt 
Sngltslt  Aitrrstrg  is  a  ''iKrltsIi" 

Until  then,  there  is  nothing  before  the  Pomeroys  of  America,  in  direct 
reply  to  the  direct  evidence  in  your  pamphlet,  that  merits  their,  your,  or 
my  notice,  other  than  the  fact  that  the  past  reputation  of  the  New  England 
Register  was  not  gained  and  can  not  now  be  maintained  by  any  such  asser- 
tions as  the  foregoing  quotations  (in  the  way  of  affectation,  pose  or 
bluff)  from  the  said  open  letter  —  much  less  so  maintained  when  such 
assertions  of  superiority  and  supremacy  are  uttered  only  by  the  Register's 
own  "self-constituted  authority"  (to  quote  one  of  your  expressions)  in 
behalf  of  its  own  self-assumed  infallibility,  omniscience  and  omnipresence. 
The  said  open  letter  falls  back  upon  the  mere  self-assertion  that  the  said 
Register  is  the  authority  and  has  been  for  seventy  years,  upon  the  English 
ancestries  of  emigrants   to   America.      That  idea   is  a  fetish,   because,   in 


Number  Emo  13 


genealogical  research,  no  magazine  or  person  is  a  genuine  "authority" —  for, 
properly  speaking,  the  only  real  authority  is  an  original  official  record. 
No  English  antiquary  or  genealogical  publication,  admits  the  claim  of  the 
ubiquitous  promoter  of  the  New  England  Register.  That  claim  of  "author- 
ity" may  be  acceptable  around  Beacon  Hill,  Boston,  but  the  rest  of  the 
world  will  continue,  as  heretofore, 

" to  sift  the  wheat 

From   out   of  the  chaflf  of   Ashburton   Street" — 

the  same  as  it  does  with  material  from  other  sources  that,  likewise,  are 
not  original  and   official. 

Happily  the  said  "open  letter"  will  be  welcomed  by  its  recipients  for, 
as  you  say,  it  serves  to  convince  them  (if  any  further  conviction  were 
requisite)  of  the  fact  that  the  proofs  of  the  inaccuracy  and  misrepresen- 
tation (as  specified)  of  the  New  England  Register,  as  laid  down  in  your 
pamphlet,  remain,  and  will  continue  to  remain,  ("in  my  humble  opinion") 
just  about  where  we  have  left  them. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

Charles  Arthur  Hoppin. 

P.  S. — As  a  postscript,  please  allow  me  to  add  that,  as  you  may  know, 
it  has  been  an  object  of  significant  remark  for  some  time,  in  various 
genealogical  circles,  that  the  three  most  noted  American  genealogists  of  their 
time  —  the  late  Henry  F.  Waters,  the  late  Lothrop  Withington,  and  the 
late  J.  Henry  Lea  (and  others  who,  being  living,  can  speak  for  them- 
selves) —  were,  I  have  been  informed  by  members  of  the  above  said  society, 
all  radically  opposed  to  the  little  clique  that  has  been  running,  seemingly, 
a  section  of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical  Society  as  a  sort  of 
Mutual  Profit  and  Admiration  Trust  with  its  accompanying  holier-than- 
thou  attitude  towards  others,  who,  nevertheless,  seem  to  have  flourished 
on  the  outside  of  the  said  sacrosanct  enclosure, —  that  self-assumed  genealo- 
gical heaven  with  its  self-elected  satellites  and  their  favorite  hymn : — 

"Praise    us   all    creatures    here   below; 
Praise  us  from  whom  all  truth  doth  flow; 
Praise  Savage,  Pope,  and  Ward  Dean's  ghost, 
But  praise,  oh  ye,  praise  us  the  most." 

The  clique  of  claqueurs  is  said  to  be  presided  over,  more  or  less,  by  the 
"Great  Wise  Man  of  the  East"  who,  though  (I  am  told)  is  chiefly  employed 
as  a  custodian  of  the  works  of  other  men,  has  oft  donned  the  dull  drab 
mantle  as  a  Censor  of  all  persons  and  things  genealogical,  and,  self-exalted 
as  the  High  Priest  of  critics,  sitting  in  the  sequestered  seat  of  Anonymity, 
has  deigned  to  deliver  judgments  upon  matters  whereof  he  hath  not  the  cast 
of  mind  with  which  to  judge  equitably.  I  am  far  away  from  the  scenes  of 
such  activities,  but  such  are  the  echoes  that  reach  me  from  trustworthy  per- 
sons in  a  position  to  know. 

Still  there  are  some  facts  that  I  personally  know  of  undoubted  record 
and  authority  that  I  can  add,  not  only  amusing  but  of  a  serious  character, 
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against  the  attempts,  during-  the  past  few  years,  of  the  said  chque,  in  its 
self-sufficiency,  to  cast  discredit  upon  the  personal  honesty  and  character 
of  four  or  five  of  its  legitimate  commercial  competitors  (as  well  as  upon  your- 
self) who  have  preferred,  and  have  been  al)le  to  do  their  genealogical  work 
independentlv,  without  the  necessity  of  paid  advertisements,  without  trading 
upon  the  name  of  any  non-commercial  organization,  and  without  carrying 
on  private  business  with  the  aid  and  under  the  aegis  of  any  such  non- 
philanthropic  society.  But  those  facts  would  not  interest  the  subscribers 
to  vour  valuable  book,  hence  may  be  now  reserved  for  a  broader  and  more 
vital  application.  And  though  still  another  member  of  the  said  society  has 
written  to  me  that  certain  things  ''should  be  'shown  up,'  "  I,  like  yourself 
and  many  other  genealogists  who  have  never  been  interested  in  contributing 
to  the  support  of  the  said  society,  should,  perhaps,  first  leave  it  to  those 
who  are  members  to  do  their  own  housecleaning. 

To  the  foregoing  postscript,  may  I  add  in  conclusion  something  that 
is,  though  less  serious  in  tone,  none  the  less  pertinent  to  the  aforesaid 
"open  letter"  of  October  15, —  i.  e..  the  apologetic  yet  reassuring  soliloquy 
of  a  would-be  editor  of  the  Register,  whom  you  have  described  as  the 
"Great  Discoverer."  The  soliloquy  is  said  to  have  been  obtained  direct  from 
his  own  private  gramophone,  the  record-disk  of  which  has  just  been  sent 
to  me  by  one  of  the  "amused"  members  of  the  New  England  Historic- 
Genealogical  Society.     The  soliloquy  is  as  follows: 

Olliaraiirnstir  i'olUoquy  of  %  9t22i|  *'(d^n\-'^£tXXntx" 

"I  regret  to  have  to  say  that  one  or  more  of  my  presumptuous 
critics  has  had  the  audacity  to  attempt  to  disprove  some  of  my 
genealogical  edicts.  But  that  is  a  matter  upon  which  one  in  my 
position  must  not  condescend  to  go  into  detail.  Not  that  T  wish  to 
liold  myself  above  criticism ;  I  know  very  well  that  one  who  has 
reached  the  dizzy  pinnacle  that  I  have  must  expect  it.  But  holding 
as  I  do  the  view  that  the  publication  that  I  represent  is  of  inter- 
nationally unassailable  importance  and  perfection,  I  cannot  allow 
it  to  be  assailed.  One  of  its  and  my  critics  (a  mere  pamphleteer  by 
the  way),  writing  in  a  pamphlet,  has  —  I  deeply  regret  to  say. — 
brought  to  light  various  errors  whicli  I  had  hoped  I  had  safely 
hidden  away  and  submarined.  I  am  annoyed ;  now  that  the  cat 
is  out  of  the  bag  they  worry  me  confoundedly,  strafe  them !  The 
critics  declare  that  I  am  not  infallible,  nor  is  my  master.  Well, 
I  must  face  it.  It  is  true,  alas!  I  am  not.  It  is  not,  strictly 
speaking,  my  fault.  I  trust  that  my  fellow-members  and  the  public 
will  not  jump  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  anybody's  fault.  In 
any  case,  deeply  as  I  deplore  it,  it  is  now  too  late  to  do  anything. 
I  lie  awake  at  night  and  think  about  it.  I  would  give  almost  any- 
thing —  except  my  position  as  mentor  to  the  editor  of  the  Regis- 
ter—  to  be  infallilDle.  But  my  inability  is  only  mortal.  I  can  only 
hope,  therefore,  that  my  fellow-members  and  the  public  will  receive 
the  shock  of  my  vulnerability  without  flinching.  No  one  knows 
better  than  I  the  high  feeling  of  the  Impeccable ;  and  I  am  shocked 
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to  find  one  like  myself  referred  to  in  the  Boston  E-c'eiiin^a;  Transcript 
of  August  9  last  (in  Note  number  1657  by  C.  E.  B.  M.)  as  'falling 
backward  in  an  effort  to  stand  perpendicular.'  That  is,  indeed, 
unkindly  precarious  to  one  who,  like  myself,  stands  upon  an  un- 
rivalled elevation,  surrounded  only  by  unsupporting  precipitous- 
ness.  However,  I  hope  to  repair  my  omniscience  in  the  next 
number  of  the  Register,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  the  philanthropic 
advertisement  in  the  Register  enables  me  to  resume  my  private 
business  across  the  Atlantic  in  this  interest ;  but  still,  something 
depends  upon  those  ineffably  illogical,  incomprehensible,  and  in- 
consequential pamphleteers  aforesaid  —  for  'the  wink  of  a  jockey 
is  enough  to  spoil  a  horse  trade.'  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  very 
well  know  that  some  of  my  Register  readers  will  not  agree  with 
them,  for  we  both  equally  well  know  that  nothing  genealogical 
is  ever  discovered  until  I  or  the  Register  discover  it,  or  proclaim 
that  it  is  discovered.  Finally,  I  forgive  the  pamphleteers,  'for  they 
know  not  what  they  do,'  and  I  must  pity  them  in  their  envy  of  me, 
for  how  can  they  help  it?  Thus,  all  will  now  be  serene,  if  the 
worst  is  not  yet  to  come !" 

"Alas!  the  hour  I   thought  would  crown 
My   dizzy  hopes   should  let  me   down, 
And   Fontaine  should  turn,   by   sad  mischance, 
My  triumphal   car   to  an   ambulance !" 

His  Dizziness,  the  Open  Letterer,  assured  your  subscribers.  Colonel 
Pomeroy,  that  the  members  of  the  New  England  Historic-Genealogical 
Society  were  "amused."  I  am  now  taking  him  at  his  word.  I  would  be 
glad  to  be  allowed  to  contribute  something  more  to  the  general  amusement, 
but  the  mental  depression  in  which  American  genealogical  workers  are 
now  more  or  less  enveloped  in  London,  owing  to  the  war  and  the  continual 
fogs,  is  an  atmosphere  less  conducive  to  creating  amusement  (for  others) 
than  of  receiving  it  from  outside.     Who  will  oblige  with  another  soliloquy? 

C.  A.  HoppiN. 


Pontrrog  Pampl]lpt 

Page  9,  footnote,  third  line  from  bottom;  add  the  words:  pedigree  in  the  before  the  word 
"photograph." 

Page    9,    second   paragraph,    fourth    line;    add   a    comma    (,)    after    "changed." 

Page  10,  second  line  from  bottom;  change  the  name  "Dooen"  to  Drew;  and  the  name  "Blight" 
to   Bligh. 

Page    11,    fifth    line;    change    the    name    "John"    to    Jacob. 

Page  11,  add  to  the  end  of  third  paragraph  the  omission:  The  catalogue  continues: — 
"In  this  connection  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  have  regard  to  Mr.  Saunders's  expressions;  as,  at 
the  first  coat  he  writes,  Mr.  Bell  —  as  at  his  son's  funeral;  whereby  I  understand  that  at  his 
son's  decease  Mr.  Bell  applied  to  Mr.  Saunders  for  his  arms,  and  that  Mr.  Saunders  finding  such 
arms  to  have  been  borne  by  the  name  of  Bell,  and  being  willing  to  take  this  Mr.  Bell's  money, 
furnishes  him  with  a  sufficient  number  of  escutcheons  for  the  funeral,  which  yet  he  did  not 
understand,    as    if   Mr.    Bell   or   his   family   had   any   right   to   use." 

It  is  amusing  to  recall,  at  this  moment,  that  the  Committee  on  Heraldry  of  the  New  England 
Historic-Genealogical    Society,    in    one    of    its    reports,    inveighed    against    the    practices    of    persons 


like  the  highly  accommodating  Thomas  and  John  Cole  of  Boston,  Mass.,  who,  in  the  late  eighteenth 
century,  rainted  coats-of-arnis  upon  the  coach-doors  of  the  nouzcau  riclic  of  Massachusetts;  and 
to  now  note  that  one  of  the  joint-authors  of  the  pedigree  facing  page  47  of  the  Register,  as 
aforesaid,  was  likewise  engaged  in  painting  coats-of-arms,  for  money  as  a  private  business,  for 
unauthenticated  strangers,  upon  application.  Thus  tlie  Register  has  utilized  as  sacrosanct, 
material,  the  character  of  which  one  of  the  committees  of  its  proprietors  had,  in  a  general  way, 
quite  properly  condemned. 

Will  the  New  England  Historical  and  Genealogical  Register  please  ascertain  the  identity  and 
authority  of  the  said  "and  others"  jointly  responsible  for  Harleian  MS.  1091,  a  collaborated 
portion  of  which   it  presented  facing  page  47  of  its  issue  for  January,    1914? 

Page  12.  second  paragraph,  first  line:  "is"  should  be:  in;  sixth  line:  "The"  should  be:  This; 
seventh    line  of  the  verse:   restore,   after   "seek,"   the   words:    to   sift. 

Page  13,  "Note:"  next  to  last  line:  "Inquisitions"  should  be:   Inquisition. 

Page  16,  last  line:   "Killoway"  should  be:  Kelloway. 

Page  17,  third  paragraph,  third  line:  "W"  should  be:  M.  Fifth  paragraph,  eleventh  line: 
"Lewiston"   should   be:    Lewston.      Seventeenth   line:   "the"    (before   "said")    should  be:   his. 

Page  18,  eighth  line:  add  a  comma  (,)   after  "Pomerey." 

Page  19,  second  paragraph,  fourth  line:  insert  before  "America:"  England  and. 

Page  20,  second  paragraph,  nineteenth   line:   "patronimics"   should  be:   patronymics. 

Page  22,  second  paragraph,  sixth  line:  omit  the  hyphen  after  "feudal." 

Page  23,  fourth  paragraph,  twelfth  line:  "assertions"  should  be:   assertion. 

Page  24,  sixth  paragraph,  fifteenth  line:  insert  a  before  "No."  Nineteenth  line:  insert  a  after 
"did." 

Page  25,  third  paragraph,  second  line:  "whom"  should  be:  which  family.  Fifth  paragraph, 
sixth   line:    "Devonshire"   should   be:    Dorsetshire. 

Page   26,   footnote,   third   line:    the   three   words   "arminger"   should   be:    each:   armiger. 

C.  A.  H. 


"The  world's  history  of  all  effort  affords  too 
many  examples  of  men,  who,  because  they 
refuse  to  pay  court  to  the  ruling  cliques  and 
circles  in  their  little  day,"  (or  to  their  small 
public  opinion),  "have  been  forced  to  hear  the 
discordant  yelpings  of  self-appointed  watch 
dogs."' — Harold  B.   Wright. 

Applying  this  truism  to  Genealogy,  I  may 
mention  that  not  only  the  Pomeroy  family, 
but  the  families  of  Seymour,  Eastman,  Lyman 
and  French,  who,  when  they  have  attempted 
to  publish  the  English  lineage  as  traced  by 
their  family  historians,  have  been  met  by  the 
snarling  of  the  Uriah  Heep  of  the  New  Eng- 
land Historic-Genealogical  Society  with  a  smug 
and  supercilious  sneer  of  "not  proven,"  like 
the  Scotch  verdict,  merely  because  the  families 
named  did  not  purchase  the  doubtful  services 
of  the  hangers-on  of  the  New  England  Reg- 
ister.— A.  A.  Pomeroy. 
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